
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
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ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91803-1331
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ww.ladpw.org ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO:

P.O. BOX 1460
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91802-1460

September 29, 2005
IN REPLY PLEASE

REFER TO FilE: PD-1

The Honorable Board of Supervisors
County of Los Angeles
383 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration
500 West Temple Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Supervisors:

MAGIC MOUNTAIN PARKWAY AT GOLDEN STATE FREEWAY (INTERSTATE 5)
CITY OF SANTA CLARITA-COUNTY COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT
SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT 5
3 VOTES

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT YOUR BOARD:

1. Acting as a responsible agency pursuant to the California Environmental

Quality Act (CEQA), consider the enclosed Negative Declaration/Finding
of No Significant Impact, including comments received during the public
review process, which was prepared for the Interstate 5/Magic Mountain
Parkway Interchange and Related Improvements project and adopted by
the State of California Department of Transportation on July 31, 2000; find
that the project will not have a significant effect on the environment and
find that the Negative Declaration/Finding of No Significant Impact reflects
the independent judgment of the County; and approve the Negative

Declaration/Finding of No Significant Impact.

2. Approve and instruct the Chair of the Board to sign the enclosed
cooperative Agreement between the County and the City of Santa Clarita
for the project. The Agreement provides for the City to perform the
preliminary engineering, acquire the necessary right of way, and
administer the construction of the project and the County to review
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and approve the plans and right-of-way acquisition documents. The total
project cost is estimated to be $15.5 million with the County's share being
$500,000. The remaining project cost will be financed with Los Angeles
County Metropolitan Transportation Authority grant funds and City Bridge
and Thoroughfare Fee District funds.

PURPOSE/JUSTIFICATION OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

The County, the City of Santa Clarita, and the State of California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans) propose to improve the freeway interchange at Magic
Mountain Parkway and Interstate 5 and realign Magic Mountain Parkway and The
Old Road in the vicinity of the interchange. This project is referred to as the
Interstate 5/Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange and Related Improvements project.
These improvements are being constructed in three phases. The enclosed Agreement
is only for work to be done by the City of Santa Clarita within County jurisdiction under
Phase 2 of the overall improvement project. Phase 2 consists of realignment of The
Old Road and Magic Mountain Parkway and the construction of storm drain facilities
and appurtenant structures.

Your Board's approval of the enclosed Agreement is necessary for the delegation of
responsibilities and the cooperative financing of the project. This proposal is authorized
and provided for by the provisions of Section 6500, et seq. of the Government Code.

Implementation of Strateaic Plan Goals

The Agreement meets the County's Strategic Plan Goal of Service Excellence. By
reconfiguring the Magic Mountain Parkway at Interstate 5 interchange and realigning
Magic Mountain Parkway and The Old Road, traffic flow will be enhanced for County
residents and for commercial trucks delivering goods to and from the area.

FISCAL IMPACT/FINANCING

The total project cost is estimated to be $15.5 million with the County's share being
$500,000. The County's share of the project cost is included in the Fiscal Year 2005-06
Valencia Bridge and Major Thoroughfare Fee District (V51) fund.
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FACTS AND PROVISIONS/LEGAL REQUIREMENTS

The enclosed Agreement, which has been executed by the City and approved as to
form by County Counsel, provides for the City to perform the preliminary engineering,
acquire the necessary right of way, and administer the construction of the project. The
City will finance the costs incurred for this work, estimated to be $15 million, with
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority grant funds and Bridge and
Major Thoroughfare Fee District funds collected from local developers by the City. The
County is to review and approve the plans and right-of-way acquisition documents for
the project and will finance the cost of these activities, estimated to be $500,000, with
Valencia Bridge and Major Thoroughfare Fee District funds collected by the County.

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

On May 9,2000, Caltrans, as the lead agency, circulated an Initial Study/Environmental
Assessment for the Interstate 5/Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange and Related
Improvements project in accordance with CEQA requirements. A public meeting was
held on June 13, 2000, during the public review period, which ended on June 21, 2000.
On the basis of this study, it was determined that the project would not have a
significant effect on the environment. Consequently, Caltrans finalized and adopted the
Negative Declaration/Finding of No Significant Effect on July 31, 2000, and filed a

Notice of Determination for the project with the County Clerk in accordance with the
requirements of Section 21152 of the California Public Resources Code.

On August 25, 2005, the City of Santa Clarita, acting as a "responsible agency" whose
discretionary approval of the project is required to carry out the project, adopted

Caltrans' Negative Declaration/Finding of No Significant Effect for the project.

Under the CEQA, the County is a "responsible agency" whose approval of the enclosed
Agreement is required to carry out the project. As a responsible agency, your Board
must consider and adopt the Negative Declaration/Finding of No Significant Effect,
prepared by Caltrans, before the recommended Agreement is approved.

IMPACT ON CURRENT SERVICES (OR PROJECTS)

The Old Road and Magic Mountain Parkway are major arterial highways on the
County's Highway Plan, and the proposed improvements are needed and of general
County interest.
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CONCLUSION

Enclosed are five copies of the Agreement, which have been executed by the City and
approved as to form by County CounseL. Upon approval, please return the copies
marked CITY ORIGINAL to us for processing together with one adopted copy of this
letter. The copy marked COUNTY ORIGINAL is for your files.

Respectfully submitted,

Enc.

cc: Chief Administrative Office

County Counsel
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AGREEMENT FOR CONSTRUCTION OF
MAGIC MOUNTAIN PARKWAY: - PHASE 2 IMPROVEMENTS

TIS AGREEMENT, ENTERED INTO EFFECT ON , 2005, is between the
COUN OF LOS ANGELES, acting by and through its Deparent of Public Works, referred
to herein as "COUN1, and the CILY OF SANA CLATA, referred to herein as "CIlY".

,
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RECITAL

1. CITY is the lead local agency for the design and construction of improvements to the
Magic Mountain ParkwaylIterstate 5 Interchange and adjoining highway facilties
including bridge improvements, realigrent of The Old Road ard Magic Mountain
Parkway, widening of the 1-5 freeway ramps at Magic Mountain Parkway, and
intersection improvements at Magic Mountain Parkway and The Old Road. These
improvements are to be constructed in three phases in cooperation with COUNTY and
the State of California Deparment of Transportation (Caltrans) acting on behalf of the
State of Californa (STATE). Ths Agreement is between COUNY and CITY only
for work to be done by CITY withn COUNY's jurisdiction under Phase 2 of that
project and consisting of stonn drain facilties and appurenant structures, and road
improvements, including realignent of The Old Road and Magic Mountain Parkway
and intersection Ünprovements at Magic Mountain Parkway and The Old Road,
hereinafter referred to as "PROJECT".

2. CITY has entered into a separate agreement with Caltrans establishing tenns related to
the preparation of Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E), construction, and other
aspects of the aforementioned improvements including all three phases of the work.
Unless otherwise provided, definitions under that agreement shall be the same and
apply to this Agreement. There shall be a presumption of consistency between these
agreements, and any difference of interpretation shall be resolved with due deference
to STATE.

3. This agreement is being entered into pursuant to Sections 6500, et seq. of the

Government Code.

4. CITY desires to constrct the PROJECT and is wiling to fund one hundred percent
(100%) of all capital outlay and staffng costs, except those costs of COUNY's
inspection and quality assurance of constrction activities.

5. CITY wil constrct stonn drain improvements under PROJECT for acceptance by

COUNY for subsequent transfer to the Los Angeles County Flood Control District
(District).

6. CITY desires to prepare the contract documents, acquire. the right of way, advertse,
award, and admnister the constrction contract for the PROJECT in' order to bring
about the earliest possible completion of PROJECT.

7. COUNY is. agreeable to CITY's proposal to prepare the contract documents, acquire
the right of way, and advertise, award, and admnister the construction contract for
PROJECT.

8. The paries hereto intend to define herein the tenns and conditions under which

PROJECT is to be constrcted, financed, and maintained.
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SECTION I

CITY AGREES:

1. To advertise, award, and admnister the construction contract for PROJECT in

accordance with requirements of the Local Agency Public Construction Act and the
Californa Labor Code, including its prevailing wage provisions. Workers employed in
the performance of work contracted for by CITY, and/or performed under

encroachment pennt, are covered by provisions of the Labor Code in the same

manner as are workers employed by COUNTY's Contractors. CITY shall obtain
applicable wage rates from the State Deparment of Industral Relations and the
United States Deparment of Labor and shall adhere to the applicable provisions of the
State Labor Code and the Code of Federal Regulations. Violations shall be reported to
the State Depàrment of Industral Relations. The contract shall also include the
Federal DBE requirements as contained in Title 49 CPR, Par 23.

2. In recognition that constrction work for PROJECT done on COUNY's property

wil not be funded and paid by COUNY, for the puuose of protecting stop notice
claimants and the interests of COUNY relative to the successful completion of
PROJECT, CITY agrees to require the constrction contractor furnish both å payment
and performance bond namng CITY as obligee with both bonds complying with the
requiements set forth in Section 3-1.02 of STATE's current Standard Specifications
prior to perfonnng any constrction work for PROJECT. CITY shall defend,
indemnify, and hold haress COUNY and all its officers and employees from all
claims by stop notice claimants related to the constrction of PROJECT under the
payment bond.

3. To constrct PROJECT in accordance with plans and specifications of CITY, to the
satisfaction of and subject to the approval of COUNY.

4. To be responsible, at CITY's expense, for the investigation of potential hazardous

waste sites within and outside of the existing and future County highway right of way
that would impact the PROJECT.

5. To be responsible, at CITY's expense, for the development of the necessar remedy
and/or remedial action plans and designs. Remedial actions proposed by CITY shall
be pre-approved by COUNY and shall be peiformed in accordance with COUNY's
standards and practices and those standards mandated by the federal and State
regulatory agencies with jursdiction over the project.

6. That constrction within the existing or ultmate County highway right of way shall

comply with the requirements in STATE's Standard Specifications and the Special
Provisions for PROJECT and in conformance with methods and practices specified in
STATE's Construction Manual. Construction of storm drain improvements to be
transferred to District shall comply with the requirements in the Standard
Specifications for Public Works Construction, 2003 Edition ("Greenbook") and
COUNY's Additions and Amendments to the Standard Specifications for Public
Works Constrction, 2003 Edition ("Greybook").
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7. If CITY uses its own staff or hires another entity to perfonn surveys, such surveys
shall confonn to the methods, procedures, and requirements of STATE's Survey
Manual and STATE's Staking Infonnation Booklet.

8. Material testing and quality control shall confonn to STATE's Construction Manual

and STATE's Material Testing Manual, and be perfonned, at CITY's expense, by a
certified material tester acceptable to COUNTY. Approval of the type of asphalt and
concrete plants shall be by COUNY.

9. To furnsh, at CITY's expense and subject to the approval of COUNY, a field site

representative, who is a licensed Civil Engineer in the State of California, to pedonn
the functions of a Resident Engineer. The Resident Engineer shall be a public

employee in accordance with Chapter 16 of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual.

10. To pay one hundred percent (100%) of the actual cost of constrction required for
satisfactory completion of PROJECT, including changes pursuant to contract change
orders concurred with by COUNY's representative and any "County-furnished
material" .

11. At CITY's expense, to fursh qualified support staff, subject to the approval of
COUNY, to assist the Resident Engineer in, but not limited to, construction surveys,
soils and foundation tests, measurement and computation of quantities, testing of
constrction materials, checking shop drawings, preparation of estimates and reports,

preparations of "As-Built" drawings, and other inspectiori and staff services necessary
to assure that the constrction is being pedonned in accordance with the plans and
specifications. Said qualified support staf shall be independent of the design
engineering company and constrction contractor, except that the designer of
PROJECT may check the shop drawings, do soils foundation tests, test construction
materials, and do constrction surveys.

12. To make progress payments to the contractor and pay all costs for required staff
services as described in Aricles 9 and 11 of this Section 1. COUNY does not
assume responsibilty for accuracy of itemization on progress pay schedules.

13. Withn sixty (60) days following the completion and acceptance of the constrction
contract for PROJECT, to fush COUNY with a complete set of acceptable full-
sized fim positive reproducible "As-Built" plans and all contract records, including
survey documents, Records of Sureys, signed Environmental Mitigation Monitoring

Report Fonns, and one set of the corrected original tracings of the structiire plans.

14. CITY wil maintain those portons of PROJECT located in the unincorporated terrtory
of COUNY until said portions have been approved and accepted by COUNY.

15. If CITY termnates PROJECT prior to completion of the constrction contract for
PROJECT, COUNY may require CITY, at CITY's expense, to retur the right of
way to its original condition or to a condition of acceptable pennahent operation, as
determned by COUNY. If CITY fails to do so, COUNY reserves the right to
finish PROJECT or place PROJECT in a condition of satisfactory permanent
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operation. COUNY wil bil CITY for all actual expenses incurred and CITY agrees
to pay said expenses within thirty (30) days and/or to authorize COUNY to act
though the State Controller to withhold an equal amount from future apportionments
due CITY from the Highway User Tax Fund, whichever COUNY deems proper.

16. If cultural, archaeological, paleontological, or other protected materials are

encountered during constrction of PROJECT, CITY shall stop work in that area until
a qualified professional can evaluate the nature and significance of the find and a plan
is approved for the removal or protection of that materiaL.

17. COUNY's quality assurance activites referred to in Aricle 2 of Section II of this
Agreement do not include performance of any engineering services required for
PROJECT. All engineering services are to be performed by CITY.

18. Prior to commencing construction of the PROJECT, CITY shall secure approval from

COUNY as evidenced by COUNY's approval of the PROJECT's PS&E and a
letter of approval from COUNY establishing that all COUNY requirements have
been met. CITY shall give timely notice to COUNY of the approximate date when
constrction wil begin by providing a copy (ie, cc) of its Notice to Proceed given to
the PROJECT'S constrction contractor at the time of issuance.

Right of Way:

19. To acquire all permanent and temporary right of way required for the PROJECT,

including the right of way located in the unincorporated terrtory of COUNY, in the
nane of the CITY and at no cost to the COUNY and in conformance with applicable
County, State, and federal laws and regulations. CITY and COUNY agree that
CITY may exercise the power of eminent domain for these purposes, including with
respect to property located in the unincorporated terrtory of COUNY.

20. To convey to COUNY all rights, title, and interests in and to all the right of way
acquired for PROJECT located within the unincorporated terrtory of COUNy, free
and clear of any encumbrances, and provide COUNY with all necessar clearances
from State Deparment of Health, and/or State Deparment of Toxic Substances

Control to certfy the right of way is free and clear of hazardous waste, upon

completion of the PROJECT and prior'to the COUNY's acceptance of control and
maintenance of those portons of the PROJECT located within the unincorporated
terrtory of COUNY.

21. To provide COUNY with preliminar title reports and copies of all supporting
documents; legal descriptions, calculations; right of way maps, and deeds for all
parcels to be conveyed to COUNY pursuant to paragraph 20 of this Section I, above,
for review and approval prior to COUNY's formal acceptance of the deeds.

22. To provide COUNTY with a Proforma ALTA Owner's Policy of Title Insurance
(Title Policy) in the name of the County of Los Angeles or the Los Angeles County
Flood Control Distrct, as determned by COUNY, prior to COUNY's fonnal
acceptance of the deeds.
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23. That portions of the existing The Old Road right of way wil become surplus to the
COUNY's needs as a result of the PROJECT. CITY agrees to assume maintenance,
liabilty, and all associated costs thereof for those portions of the existing The Old
Road right of way that become surplus as a result of the PROJECT including, but not
limited to landscaping, drveways, and any other improvements constructed within the
existing The Old Road right of way.

24. To conduct and deliver to COUNY a PhaseI/II Environmental Site Assessment of
the property to be conveyed to COUNTY pursuant to paragraph 20 of this Section --
above. The Phase I/ shall be prepared by a licensed civil engineer or engineering
geologist registered with the State of California, in accordance with "E1527-00
Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessment: Phase I Site Assessment

Process" as published in July 2000 by the American Society for Testing and Materials
and is accurate in all material respects. These reports should be sent to the attention of
the Mapping and Property Management Division, County Deparment of Public
Works. Based upon the findings of the Phase I/ Site Assessment Report, should the
COUNY determne that the property is not acceptable to COUNTY, the CITY shall
remediate the property until the property is in a condition which COUNY deems to
be acceptable.

25. To provide for the penn anent maintenance of all slopes to be graded in connection
with the PROJECT and located outside COUNY's future right of way, to COUNY's
satisfaction.

LandscaDim!::

26. To provide a waranty for plant establishment and landscape maintenance, including
irrgation, for a one year period from completion and acceptance of the PROJECT by
COUNY. CITY shall also provide for the pennanent maintenance of PROJECT
laadscaping improvements, if additional maintenance is needed beyond that nonnally
provided by COUNY services, as determned by COUNY.

Eneineerine Deshm:

27. To have a Project Report (PR), including all necessary environmental documentation,
and detailed PS&E prepared at no cost to COUNTY and to subrrt each to COUNY
for review and approval at appropriate stages of development. The PR, final plans,
and standard special provisions shall be signed by a Civil Engineer registered in theState of California. .

28. To provide for personnel, who prepare the PS&E and right of way maps shall be

available to COUNY, at no cost to COUNY, through completion of constrction of
PROJECT to discuss problems which may arse during constrction and/or to make
design revisions for contract change orders.
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J Survey:

29. To provide, at no cost to COUNY, survey and mapping services necessar to
perpetuate existing land net and alignment monumentation in accordance with
Sections 8771 and 8765 of the Business and Professions Code; and to permanently
monument the location of all right of way acquisitions. All of the above are to be
shown on a Record of Survey, fied with the County Surveyor. CITY shall deliver one
copy of any field notes, fied Comer Records, and Record of Survey required for the
execution of the above obligation, to COUNY's office.

Miscellaneous Transfer Drain:

30. To furnsh COUNY with a complete set of acceptable full-sized film positive
reproducible "As-Built" plans for all proposed storm drain facilties and appurtenant
structures per COUNY's Miscellaneous Transfer Drain Plan No. 1764, hereinafter
referred to as "MI", including all contract records, surey documents, Records of

Surveys, and Easements, as determned by COUNY. CITY shall also furnish the
COUNY the original plans including all approved. revisions to the Miscellaneous
Transfer Drain prior to acceptance of PROJECT by COUNY.

3 L To obtain approval from COUNY for any deviations from approved MI plans
prior to field constrction.

32. To acquire all necessary right-of-way for the PROJECT prior to. commencement of

work and to quitclaim MI easements as needed to the Distrct prior to acceptance of
PROJECT by COUNY, to COUNY's satisfaction.

Utilty Coordination:

33. To notify utility companies of PROJECT and coordinating all utilty relocations.

Permits:

34. To request the right to plan check and inspect any proposed grading and to contact
COUNY. and obtain any required permts whenever work wil be performed on
private property within COUNY's jursdiction.

Traffic Control:

35. To inform COUNY of any modifications and/or additions to the traffic controls
within County right of way that are not shown on the approved traffic control plans.

Traffic Shmals:

36. To coordinate all necessary actions with the responsible agencies for any changes and

implementation of traffic signal modifications and timing changes necessary for traffic
control and completion of the PROJECT.
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SECTION II

COUNTY AGREES:

1. To provide, at no cost to CITY, oversight of PROJECT, and to provide prompt

reviews and approvals, as appropriate, of submittals by CITY or its consultants, and to
cooperate in timely processing of PROJECT.

2. That City may acquire all pennanent and temporary right of way required for the

PROJECT, including the right of way located in the unincorporated terrtory of
COUNY, in the name of the CITY and at no cost to the COUNY and in
conformance with applicable County, State, and federal laws and regulations, and that
CITY may exercise the power of eminent domain for these puroses, including with
respect to property located in the unincorporated terrtory of COUNY.

3. To convey the portions of the existing The Old Road right of way which wil become

surlus to the COUNY's needs as a result of the PROJECT to CITY in accordance
with Californa Government Code 25365 at fai market value as determned to be
acceptable by COUNY.

4. Upon proper application by CITY and by CITY's contractor, to issue, at no cost to
. CITY and to CITY's contractor, the necessary improvement and grading permts for
required work within the County highway right of way, as more specifically defined in
. Arcles 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7 of Section il of ths Agreement. .

5. To provide at CITY's expense, any "County-furnished material" as shown on the plans

for PROJECT and as provided in the Special Provisions for PROJECT.

6. To accept the transfer of the MI into District's system of maintained stonn drains

upon completion of PROJECT, submittal of the final Notice of Completion from
COUNY's Construction Division, acquisition of all necessar right-of-way for
PROJECT, and submittal of the original plans including all approved revisions.

7. To assign to CITY prior rights of COUNY for puroses of utilty relocation.

SECTION ILL

IT IS MUTUALLY AGREED:

1. All obligations of COUNY under the tenns of this Agreement are subject to the
appropriation of resources by the Board of Supervisors.

2. All applicable procedures and policies relating to the use of Federal funds or State gas

tax funds shall apply notwithstanding other proVisions of this Agreement.
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3. Construction by CITY of improvements referred to.herein which lie within the County

highway or Los Angeles County Flood Control Distrct right of way or which affect
COUNTY's facilities, shall not be commenced until CITY's original contract plans
involving such work and plan for utilty relocations have been reviewed, approved,
and accepted by signature of COUNY's delegated agent.

4. CITY shall obtain aforesaid improvement and grading permt through the office of
COUNTY's Main Permt Office and CITY's application shall be accompanied by six
(6) sets of reduced construction plans of aforesaid COUNY-approved contract plans
and six (6) sets of specifications for PROJECT prior to any work proceeding within
County highway right of way. CITY's authorization to proceed with said work shall

. be contingent upon CITY's compliance with all provisions set forth in this Agreement.

5. CITY shall provide COUNY an approved copy of right of way certification prior to
staring work on the PROJECT, to certify that legal and physical control of right of
way were acquired in accordance with applicable State and Federal laws and regula-
tions, and County requirements.

6. CITY shall require its constrction contractor to maintain in force, until completion
and acceptance of the construction contract for PROJECT, a policy of Contractual
Liabilty Insurance, including coverage of Bodily Injury Liabilty and Property

Damage Liabilty, in accordance with Sections 7-3 and 7-4 of the Standard
Specifications for Public Works Constrction, 2003 Edition. Such policy shall contain
an adcltional insured endorsement namng the County of Los Angeles and the Los
Angeles County Flood Control, their officers, agents, and employees as additional
insured. Coverage shall be evidenced by a Certficate of Insurance in a fonn

satisfactory to COUNY, which shall be delivered to COUNY before staring work
on PROJECT.

7. Prior to award of the constrction contract for PROJECT, CITY may tennnate this

Agreement by written notice.

8. During the construction of PROJECT, representatives of CITY and COUNY wil
cooperate and consult with each other, and all work pursuant to PROJECT shall be
accomplished according to the approved plans, specifications, and COUNY's
applicable standards and practices. Satisfaction of these requirements shall be verified
by COUNY's representative. COUNY's representative is authorized to enter
CITY's property during constrction for the purose of monitoring and coordinating

constrction activities.

9. Changes to the plans and specifications for PROJECT shall be implemented by

contract change orders. All major changes as defined in STATE's Constrction
Manual and as determned by COUNY shall require approval by COUNY in
advance of performng the work. All changes shall be shown on the "As-Built" plans
referred to in Aricle 13 of Section I of this Agreement, as determned by COUNY.
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10. If any existing public and/or private utilty facilities conflct with the construction of

PROJECT or violate COUNTY's encroachment policy, CITY shall make all necessary
arangements with the owners of such facilities for their protection, relocation, or
removal in accordance with COUNY's policy and procedure for those facilties
located within the limits of work providing for the improvement to the County
highway and in accordance with CITY's policy for those facilities located outside of
the limits of work for the improvement to the County highway. The cost of protection,
relocation, or removal shall be apportioned between the owner of the utilty facilty
and CITY in accordance with COUNY's policy and procedure. CITY shall require
any utilty owner perfonnng relocation work in the County highway right of way to
obtain an encroachment permt from COUNY prior to the performance of said
relocation work. The requirements of the most current version of STATE's "Policy on
High and Low Risk Underground Facilities Within Highway Rights of Way" shall be
fully complied with. Any relocated or new facilties. shall be correctly shown and
identified on the "As-Built" plans referred to in Aricle 13 of Section I of this

Agreement. Where a conflct exists with regard to existing public and/or private
utilities facilities in relation to construction of the PROJECT or COUNY's
encroachment policy, for purposes of determning the priority of rights, CITY shall be
deemed to hold the same rights as COUNY for duration of the PROJECT including
any and all superior rights held by the COUNY, vis-à-vis existing public and/or
private utilties facilties.

11. Any hazardous material or contamnation of an HM-l category found within the
existing County highway right of way during construction requiring remedy or
remedial action, as defined in Division 20, Chapter 6.8 et seq. of the Health and Safety
Code, shall be the responsibilty of CITY. For the purpose of the Agreement,

hazardous material of HM-l category is defined as that level or type of contamnation
which State or Federal regulatory control agencies having jurisdiction have
detennned must be remediated by reason of its mere discovery regardless of whether
it is disturbed by PROJECT or not. CITY shall sign the HM-l manifest and pay all
costs for remedy or remedial action withn the existing County highway right of way.
CITY wil exert every effort to fund the remedy or remedial action for which CITY is
responsible. In the event CITY is unable to provide funding, CITY wil have the
option to either delay fuher constrction of PROJECT until CITY is able to provide
funding or mày proceed with the remedy or remedial action at CITY's expense

without any subsequent reimbursement.

. 12. The remedy or remedial action with respect to any hazardous material or
contamnation of an HM-2 category found within and outside the existing County
highway right of way during constrction shall be the responsibilty of CITY, at
CITY's expense, as a result of proceeding with constrction of PROJECT. For the
puroses of ths Agreement, any hazardous material or contamnation of HM-2
category is defined as that level or type of contamnation which said regulatory control
agencies would have allowed to remain in place if undisturbed or otherwise protected
in place should PROJECT had not proceeded. CITY shall sign any HM-2 manfest if
construction of PROJECT proceeds and HM-2 material must be removed in lieu of
being treated in place.
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13. If hazardous material or contamnation of either HM-l or HM-:2 category is found

during construction on new right of way acquired by or on account of CITY for
PROJECT, CITY shall be responsible, at CITY's expense, for all required remedy or
remedial action and/or protection in the absence of a generator or prior property owner
wiling and prepared to perfonn that corrective work.

14. Locations subject to remedy or remedial action and/or protection include, but are not
limited to, utilty relocation work and site relocation work required for PROJECT.
Costs for remedy and remedial action and/or protection shall include but not be limited
to, the identification, treatment, protection, removal, packaging, transportation,

storage, and disposal of such materiaL.

15. The pary responsible for funding any hazardous material cleanup shall be responsible
for the development of the necessary remedy and/or remedial action plans and designs.
Remedial actions proposed by CITY on the County right of way shall be pre-approved
by COUNY and shall be perfonned in accordance with COUNTY's standards and
practices and those standards mandated by the Federal and State regulatory agencies.

16. Pursuant to the authority contained in Section 591 of the Vehicle Code, COUNY has
determned that within such areas as are within the limits of PROJECT and are open to
public traffic, CITY shall comply with all of the requirements set forth in Divisions
11, 12, 13, 14, and 15 of the Vehicle Code. CITY shall take all necessary precautions
for safe operation of CITY's vehicles, the construction contractor's equipment and
vehicles and/or vehicles of personnel retained by CITY, and for the protection of the
traveling public from injury and damage from such vehicles or equipment.

17. Unless otherwise provided, upon completion and acceptance of the construction

contract for PROJECT by CITY to the satisfaction of COUNY, COUNY wil
accept control of and maintain, at its own cost and expense, those portions of

PROJECT lying within the County right of way.

18. Upon completion of all work under this Agreement, COUNY wil operate and
maintain the traffic signals and highway safety lights within County highway right of
way on The Old Road as installed and pay one hundred percent (100%) of the total
operation and maintenance cost.

19. Upon completion of all work under this Agreement, ownership and title to materials,
equipment, and appurtenances installed within the County right of way wil
automatically be vested in COUNY, or Distrct, as determned by COUNY. No
furher agreement wil be necessary to transfer ownership as hereinbefore stated.

20. Portions of the existing The Old Road right of way wil become surplus to the

COUNY's needs as a result of the PROJECT. COUNY agrees to proceed with the
vacation of the said portions of the existing The Old Road right of way within 1 year
from completion of PROJECT or acceptance of PROJECT and improvements by
COUNY, which ever is later. CITY agrees to pay COUNTY's actual costs to
process the vacation. CITY shall assume maintenance, liabilty, and all associated

11
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costs thereof for those portions of the existing The Old Road right of way that become
surplus as a result of the PROJECT including, but not limited to landscaping,
drveways, and any other improvements constrcted within the existing The Old Road
right of way until the vacation proceedings have been completed, and the conveyance
of surlus right of way, pursuant to paragraph 4 of Section II, above, has occured.

21. Nothing in the provisions of this Agreement is intended to create duties or obligations
to or rights in third paries not paries to this Agreement or affect the legal liabilty of

either pary to the Agreement by imposing any standard of care with respect to the
development, design, construction, operation, or maintenance of County highways and
public facilties different from the standard of care imposed by law.

22. Neither COUNY nor any of its officers or employees is responsible for any damage
or liabilty occurrng by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by CITY under
or in connection with any work, authority or jurisdiction delegated to CITY under this
Agreement. It is understood and agreed that, pursuant to Government Code Section
895.4, CITY shall fully defend, indemnfy and save haness COUNY and all its
officers and employees from all claims, suits or actions of every name, kind and
description brought for or in account of injury (as defined in Governent Code
Section 810.8) occurng by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by CITY
under or in connection with any work, authority or jursdiction delegated to CITY
under this Agreement.

23. Neither CITY nor any of its officers or employees thereof is responsible for any
damage or liabilty occurrng by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by
COUNY under or in connection with any work, authority or jurisdiction delegated to
COUNY under this Agreement. It is understood and agreed that, pursuant to
Government Code Section 895.4, COUNTY shall fully defend, indemnify and save
haness CITY from all claims, suits or actions of every name, kind and description
brought for or on account of injury (as defined in Governent Code Section 810.8)
occurrng by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by COUNY under or in
connection with any work, authority or jurisdiction delegated to COUNY under this
Agreement.

24. No alteration or varation of the tenns of this Agreement shall be valid unless made in
writing and signed by the pares hereto and no oral understanding or agreement not
incorporated herein shall be binding on any of the pares hereto.

25. . Those portons of this Agreement pertaining to the constrction of PROJECT shall

termnate upon completion and acceptance of the. constrction contract for PROJECT
by CITY with written concurrence of COUNY. However, the ownership, operation,
maintenance, liability, and claims clauses shall remain in effect until termnated or
modified in writing by mutual agreement.

26. Some or all stonn and flood facilities to be built under this Agreement wil eventually
be transferred to the District. CITY wil cooperate with COUNY to accomplish such
transfer.

12



I ·, .

27. This Agreement, or any portions thereof, is not assignable.

28. In the event CITY does not award a construction contract for PROJECT and/or does

not proceed with construction of PROJECT, this agreement shall be null and void.

29. Official notices or correspondence related to this Agreement shall be in writing and

sent to the following:

COUNY: Programs Development Division
Deparment of Public Works
County of Los Angeles
P.O. Box 1460
Alhambra, CA 91802-1460

CITY: Mr. Robert Newman
Deparment of Pt1blic Works
City of Santa Clarta
23920 Valencia Blvd., Suite 300
Santa Clarta, CA 91355-2196

13
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IN WITNS WHREOF, the pares hereto have caused this Ageement to be executed by
their respective offcers, dily authoried, by the City of Santa Clarta on
2005, and by the County of Los Angeles on , 2005.

CILY OF SANA CLATA COUN OF LOS ANGELES

l: '$!RKenneth R. Puskamp
City Manager

By:
Chair
Board of Supervsors

Approved as to Fonn and Procedure:BY:~~
C ewton.
ity Attorney .

Attest:
VIOLET VARONA-LUKNS
Executive Offcer of the
Board of Supervsors

Approved as to Fonn:

ATf~T,~~~
CITY CLERK

~//'ICJ~
DATE

RAYMOND G. FORTR, JR.
County CounselBY:~~

Deputy ,

Date: cg - t. -oS'

County CoopAgrt-071805.doc
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STATE OF CAUFORNIA-BUSINESS, TRASPORTATION, AND HOUSING AGENCY Gray Davis, Governr

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7,120 SO. SPRING ST.
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012-3606
TDD (2131 897-ô610

RECEIVE.D

AUG 1 1 2000

07-LA-05
KP 84.8/86.8
07-LA-126
KP 9.4/11.4
Magic Mountain Pkw
EA 187000

August 11, 2000

LINK INT. ~
VALENCIA COMPANY INFRASTRUCTURE

Responsible Agencies, Review Agencies,
Trustee Agencies, and individuals interested
in the Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange
project located along Interstate 5 S." .

Notice of Final Negative Declaration / Finding ofNò
Significant Impact

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) has prepared a Negative

Declarationlinding of No Significant Impact (N/FONSI) on the proposed improvements at
the Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange along Interstate Route 5 in the City of Santa
Clarita. The proposed project would consist of the following phases:

1. Reconstruction of the I-5/Magic Mountain Parkway separation,
2. Reconstruction of the interchange and a realignent of The Old Road, and
3. Realigning and widening of Magic Mountain Parkway east of 1-5 from the

northbound ramps to Fairway's Entrance.

A public meeting was held on June 13, 2000 in the City of Santa Clarita. The purpose ofthis
meeting was to obtain public comment on our project design as well as the results of our
environmental studies. All comments were due on June 28, 2000. All comments were
considered and based on these comments a final environmental document was prepared.

Enclosed is your copy of the Final Negative Declaration / Finding of No Significant Impact.

For additional information on this project, please contact Ronald Kosinski at (213) 897-0703.
Thank you for your interest in this transportation project.

Sincerely,

t ~~;~~EnVironmenta Planng
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TETRA TECH, INC.
4213 Stale Street. Su~e 100
Sanla Barbra, Califoria 93110-2847

Telephone (805) 681-3100
Fax (805) 681-3108
E-Mail ttsba~ietratech.com
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RECEIVELJ 1

L
AUG 1 1 2000

LINK liNT. e,
VALENCIA COMPANY INFRASTRUCTURE

August I i, 2000

Ms. Julie Smith
Department of Transportation
Environmental Planning Branch
120 South Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Subject: Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment (ISÆA) for the I-S/Magic Mountain
Parkway Interchange Improvements Project and Associated Documents

Dear Julie:

Enclosed are a total of 10 copies of the Final IS/EA for the I-5/Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange
Improvements Project, 2 copies of the Final Natural Environmental Study, and 2 copies of the Cultural
Resources Inventory Report all dated July 2000. Copies were also sent out to all recipients on the project
mailing list who provided comments on the Draft IS/EA. Fifteen (15) copies were sent to the State
Clearinghouse with the Notice of Determination (NOD) and De Minimus. One copy of the Final ISÆA
was sent to the County of LA Registrar-RecordeflCounty Clerk along with the NOD, De Minimus and
$25.00 processing fee.

Tetra Tech is pleased to submit these documents to satisfy the environmental report requirement for this
project. Please contact me at (805) 68 i -3 i 00 extension 147 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

TETRA TECH, INC.

~,,P'-i-- l' . .~~ -Gl-'-1'- ~.¿
Luanne Lum
Project Manager

Attachments: Final IS/EA (July 2000)
Final Biological Resources Technical Report (July 2000)
Final Cultural Resources Inventory Report (July 2000)
Notice of Determination
De Minimus



Ms. Julie Smith
August i i, 2000
Page 2 of2

cc. Petersen, B. (Tt SBA) (w/o attchments)

Eldridge, J. (Tt SBA) (w/o attchments)
Kefauver, K. (Tt SBA) (w/o attachments)
Wilson, M. (Tt SBA) (wI attchments)
Chandler, E. (Tt SBO) (w/ the ISÆA & Cultural Resources Inventory Report)

Buckner, J. (Tt ISG) (wI the IS/EA & Natural Environmental Study)
Domke, J. (Valencia Company) (wI the ISIEA & Natural Environmental Study)
Project Files (wI attchments)



EA: 18700

Proposed Improvements to the
Interstate 5 / Magic Mountan Parkway Interchange

Santa Clarta, Los Angeles County, Caiforna

Initial Study/
Environmenta Assessment

. ~4k 6/2"00
C;

Date

SubIntted Pursuant to Division 13, Public Resources Code 42 U.S.c. 4332(2)(C) by the
U.S. DEPARTME OF TRSPORTATION

Federa Highway Administrtion

and
TH STATE OF CALIFORN~~~~.

¡; Raja' .
Caltrs Distrct 7, Distrct Division Chief

¡JPIZ'L '21 LoO,
Date

~~~~
r Michael Ritchie

Federal Highway Admistration Division Admnistrator

The following person may be contacted for additional infommtion concerning ths document:

Ronald Kosinski - Chief, Offce of Environmenta Planng
Attention: Jule Smith
Caiforna Deparent of Trasporttion, Distrct 7
120 South Sprig Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012, (213) 897-0703
julie_smith ~dot.ca.gov .

Michael Ritchie
Federa Highway Admistrtion

980-9th Street, Suite 40
'Sacranto, CA 95814-2724, (916) 498-5037

ABSTRACC
This hhtial StudyÆnvironmnta Assessment addresses the environmenta. consequences of the

proposed improvements of the Interstate 5/Magic Mounta Parkway Interchage. Thee build
alternatives and a no-action alternative are discussed in ths document. On the basis of ths study,

it ha ben determed tht the proposed action wil result in some environmenta impacts.

However, mitigations are included as par of the project that wil reduce impacts to a level that is
not significant (refer to Section 4.17 for a sunu of these mitigation meaures).

RECEiVED

FHWA-Sacramento



State of California
Deparent of Transporttion

NEGATIV DE CLAR TION(tEQA)
Pursuant to: I?ivision 13, Public Resources Code

Location: The proposed project is located in northern Los Angeles County along the western boundary of the City of
Santa Clarita, at the intersection of the Golden State Freeway (Interstate 5 (1-5)) and Magic Mountain
Parkway (refer to Figure 1-1, Project Vicinity Map, attched Initial Study/Environmental Assessment

(IS/EA)).

Description: The project would consist of improving the Magic Mountain Interchange at 1-5. Proposed improvements
would include:

I. Reconstrcting the I-5/Magic Mountain Parkway separation requiring minor roadway modifications on

Magic Mountain Parkway to attain minimum vertical clearance at the separation (Phase I - Reconstrct
Separation);

2. Reconstrcting of the interchange and a realignment of The Old Road to increase the intersection
spacing of the interchange (Phase 2 - Reconstruct Interchange);

3. Realigning and widening of Magic Mountain Parkway east of 1-5 from the northbound Tamps to
Fairway's Entrance (Phase 3 - Realign and Widen Magic Mountain Parkway).
. Magic Mountain Parkway would be Tealigned to improve design speed.

. The roadway would be widened to eight lanes from the interchange to Fairway's Entrance.

. The roadway between Fairway's Entrance and McBean Parkway would be restrped from six lanes

to eight lanes.

In the area of the project, 1-5 is an eight-lane freeway separated by a median transitioning from 60 to 36 feet
in width. Topography in the area slightty slopes toward the Santa Clara River. Land uses surrounding the
project are community, commerèial, open space, residential estate, moderate residential and residential
suburban. The Santa Clara River is situated just north of the project area.

Project
Proponent: Los Angeles County

Determination: An IS/EA has been prepared for the California Department of Transportation. On the basis of this study, it
has been detennined that the proposed action would not have a significant effect on the environment for the
following reasons:

. The project would be consistent with planned improvements in the area and would not result in

unanticipated growth.
. No improved right-of-way would be required; nor would there be any significant change in the

character and composition of traffic utilizing the freeway and interchange.
. There would be no adverse effects on archaeological, historical, cultural, or scenic resources in the

project area.

. The proposed project would not significantly impact noise, air quality, or water quality including
wetlands.

. There would be no adverse effects on the local economy or businesses, residences, schools,
neighborhoods, or on community facilities.

. No significant impacts on plant and animal life including rare or endangered species would occur.

. There would be no adverse effects upon prime agrcultural lands within the project area.

Mitigation: The project would result in some environmental impacts. However, mitigations are included as part of the

project that would reduce impacts to a level that is not significant (refer to Section 4.17 for a summary of
these mitigations). The project would alleviate existing congestion and potential traffc impacts to land
c tly slated and appro v or development.

ak ~~ J.J&& J/, LdcJO~R. MI ASI D~
Deputy Distrct Director, Distrc
California Departent of Transportation



FEERA IDGHWAY ADMISTRTION
FIING OF NO SIGNIICAN IMACT

FOR
MAGIC MOUNTAI PARAY INERCHAGE

The proposed project is located in norter Los Aneles County along the wester bounda of
the City of Santa Clarta, at the intersection of the Golden State Freeway (Itertate 5) and Magic

Mountai Parkway. The proposed improvements will include: Reconstrcting the 1-5/Magic
Mountai Parkway separtion; recons1Iction of the inter~ge and realignent of the Old

Road; and realgnent and wideng of Magic Moun Parkway.

The FHW A has deterned that ths project wil not have my signficant impact on the human
envionment. This fiding of no signficant impact is based on the attched envionmental
assessment, . which has been independently evaluated by the FH A and detered to
adequately and accurately discuss the envionmental issues and impacts oflle proposed project.
It provides sufcient evidence and anysis for determg that an envionmenta impact
statement is not requied. The FH A takes fu responsibilty for the accuracy, scope, and
content of the attched Envionmenta Assessment.

.c&t~
Cesar Perez,

Senior TranpoI1ation Engieer

1tf)/~, i
Date
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EXECUTIVE SUMRY
FINAL INTIAL STUDYIENVONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (ISIEA) FOR
PROPOSED IMROVEMENTS TO INERSTATE 5/MGIC MOUNTAIN

PARKWAY INERCHANGE

The proposed interchange improvements (described below) are subject to review under both the

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) of 1970, as amended (Public Resources Code (PRC)
Section 21000 et seq.) and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, as amended (42
United States Code (U.S.C) 4321 et seq.). The project proponent is Los Angeles County. The Lead
Agency for CEQA compliance is the California Deparment of Transportation (Caltrans); the Lead
Agency for NEP A compliance is the Federal Highway Adrtnistration (FHW A). A list of acronyms and
abbreviations used in this document is presented in Section 10.0.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION

The proposed project is located' in northern Los Angeles, partially in the City of ;Santa Clarta and
partially in an unincorporated area of Los Angeles County, at the intersection of the Golden State
Freeway (Interstate 5 (1-5)) and Magic Mountain Parkway.

Proposed improvements would- involve upgrading the freeway interchange at Magic Mountain Parkway
(SR-126) and 1-5, and widening and realigning Magic Mountain Parkway from The Old Road west of 1-5
to Fairway's Entrance east of 1-5. The project area also includes road restrping on Magic Mountain
Parkway from Fairway's Entrance to McBean Parkway.

PURPOSE AND NEED

The proposed project is intended to achieve the following objectives:

· Facilitate the effcient flow of goods and services through this area;

· Ensure continued mobilty of the public at the state, regional, and local level;

· Improve traffc safety and existing deficiencies;

· Increase capacity and improve operation of current roadways;

· AllevÍate existing and future congestion; and

· Confonn to state, regional, and local plans and policies.

The proposed project is necessar to meet the increasing traffc demand on the existing interchange
resulting from current and projected development in the adjacent areas.

ALTERNATIVE 1: NO-BUILD ALTERNATIVE

Under the No-Build Alternative, the interchange and associated improvements would not be constructed.
Currently, the interchange is congested, operates poorly, and has higher than expected accidènt rates. If

projected traffc is superimposed on the existing interchange, existing operational deficiencies would be
compounded and congestion, with associated delays, would be further increased, thereby potentially

Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment
Interstate 5/Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange and Related Improvements
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increasing accident rates. Increased congestion would result in increased degradation of localized air
quallty conditions. The No-Build Alternative would not result in adverse environmental impacts from

constrction. However, this alternative would not meet the project purpose and nee.

ALTERNATIVE 2: IMPROVEMENTS WITH SOUTHBOUND HOOK RAMP AND
NORTHBOUND DIAMOND (DIRECT) RAMP INTERCHANGE

Under Alternative 2, southbound hook ramps and northbound direct Tamps would be constructed. The
Old Road would be realigned to the west and widened, and Magic Mountain Parkway would be realigned
and widened. All existing ramps would be removed and reconstructed.

ALTERNATIVE 3: IMPROVEMENTS WITH PARTIAL CLOVERLEAF INTERCHANGE

Under Alternative 3, a partial cloverleaf configuration with loop off-ramps (single lane) in both directions
, to Magic Mountain Parkway would be constructed. The Old Road would be widened, and Magic

Mountain Parkway would be realigned and widened.

ALTERNATIVE 4: IMPROVEMENTS WITH IMPROVED DIAMOND INTERCHANGE
(PREFERRD AL TERNA TIVE)

Under Alternative 4, the existing diamond interchange configuration would be improved. The Old Road
would be realigned to the west and widened, 

and Magic Mountain Parkway would be realigned and
widened.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE PREFERRD ALTERNATIVE

All potential environmental impacts resulting from the preferred alternative would be less than
significant.

Potential environmental consequences of the preferred alternative would occur to topography, geology,
and soils (soil erosion); use of non-renewable 

resources (use of petroleum products); hazdous materials

(listed hazardous waste sources in the project area; potential asbestos in buildings and interchange

structures to be demolished; potential lead-contaminated soil in project area); hydrology, drainage, and
water quality (affect water quality through sedimentation); air quality (temporar increase air pollutants
during constrction); noise (increase ambient noise levels); light and glare (create temporar light/glare
source); biological resources (change diversity/number of plant species; remove wildlife habitat; and
change diversity/number of wildlife species); land use (support large commercial and residential
development); traffc and transportation (alter transportation systems, affect existing parking facilties);
and constrction-related impacts (cause impacts associated with construction). However, these impacts

would either be less than significant or reduced to a less than significant level through mitigation.

MITIGA TION MEASURS

The following measures have been included as a par of the project to ensure that no significant impacts
would occur:

Page 2 Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment
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Hazardous Materils

. Soil and groundwater investigations wil be performed to determne whether there is

contamination from a Chevron service station and/or a Mobil Oil Pipeline Company bulk
storage termnal in the project area.

. Soil and groundwater testing wil be performed early in the Planned Specifications and

Engineering (PS&E) phase. All testing and reports must conform to Caltrans
requirements. All right-of-way acquisitions, including gifts of property, must conform to
Caltrans requirements (Caltrans 200).

. All conditions of the Deparment of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) lead variance will

be followed for use of lead-contaminated soil in constrction. Removed yellow
thermoplastic, yellow paint material, and any lead impacted soil not covered by the
DTSC varance wil be deposited at a Class i disposal facilty.

. Any buildings to be demolished wil be assessed for asbestos-containing building

materials prior to acquisition. A South Coast Air Quality Management District

(SCAQMD) permt for asbestos may be required for potential exposure to asbestos-
containing materials (ACMs) in the Magic Mountain Parkway structure and buildings to
be demolished.

Water Qualit/ Water Eroswn

. Prior to construction, a Notice of Intent (NOl) wil be submitted to the State Water

Resources Control Board for coverage under the National Pollutant Discharge System .
(NPDES) Statewide General Permt No. CASOOOL. Under the General Permt a Storm
Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) wil be prepared.

. Best Management Practices (BMPs) as described in the SWPPP wil be adhered to during

all stages of the proposed project. These may include (depending on site conditions)
retentioridesilting basins, silt fencing, weed-free hay bales, and/or drainage diversion
structures.

Air QualitlWind Erosion

i

i
ì

I .

I
t

i

. Dust control strategies wil follow the SCAQMD Rule 403, Fugitive Dust, and 403.1,
Wind Entrainment of Fugitive Dust. They include use of water trucks or sprinkler
systems to keep all areas of disturbed surface, vehicle movement, and open storage piles,
damp enough to prevent dust from leaving the site.

. Vehicle speed on the disturbed area wil be no more that 15 miles per hour.

. Any imported, exported, and stockpiled fill material would be covered. All trcks
transporting material wil be taed from the point of origin.

. Constrction equipment wil be well maintained.

Fina/lnitial StudylEnvironmenta/ Assessment
Interstate 5/Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange and Related Improvements
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Noise

Light arid Glare

. To ensure the project is in compliance with the City of Santa Clarta Noise Ordinance,

constrction hours wil be limted to the hours of 7 a.m. to 7 p.m., Monday through

Friday, and between 8 a.m and 6 p.m on weekends, unless traffc volumes or public
safety warant otherwise. These conditions wil berletennned by City, County, or State
offcials.

. According to the City of Santa Clarta Noise Ordinance, no constrction wil occur on

Sundays and/or legally proclaimed holidays.

. If noise impacts from constrction activities unduly interfere with operations of

businesses or residents, the applicant wil erect temporar noise barers where they do
not restrict access to businesses or residences and where they do not affect visibility of
businesses.

. The contractor wil be required to comply with all local sound control and noise level

rules, regulations, and ordinances that apply to any work performed pursuant to the
contract.

. Constrction-related lighting will be hooded and directed so it does not shine directly

upon adjoining propert or public rights-of-way.

. Highly reflective surfaces conducive to glare wil not be used during constrction.

Biological Resources

. Constrction of all phases of the project wil be in compliance with the NR.
Mitigation for each phase wil be consistent with pennt conditions cóntained in U.S.

ACOE Pennt Number 94-O504-BAH, California Deparment of Fish and Game
Streambed Alteration Agreement Number 5-502-97, California fucidental Take Pennt
Number 2081-1998-49-5, and California Regional Water Quality Control Board Waste
Discharge Requirement Order Number 99-104. Copies of these documents are on fie
with the Valencia Company.

. The Valencia Company wil apply for an amendment to the existing Section 404 and
1603 pennts and, if necessar, to the existing Section 401 pennt for the proposed

project. If any focused plant surveys for the Nevin's barberr, short-jointed beavertIl,
slender mariposa liy, Palmer's grapplinghook, and Pierson's morning glory are required,
they wil be specified in the approved pennt amendment(s). Caltrans' Offce of
Environmental Planning wil be kept infonned on the outcome of any focused plant

surveys.

. A tree survey and report wil be prepared to assess health, size, and number of trees in the
Area of Potential Effects (APE) consistent with the Los Angeles County and the City of
Santa Clarta Oak Tree Preservation Ordinances. Cottonwood trees wil be replanted on a
3 to i replacement basis (as specified in the NR) in the proposed cottonwood forest
revegetation site for the Caltrans Santa Clara River Bridge Replacement on futerstate 5

Page 4 Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment
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project in the Santa Clara River. Cottonwood trees wil be grown from locally obtained
seed, planted prior to the winter rainy season, irgated, and maintained until established
as specified by CDFG regulations noted in the NR. Any oak tree removed and or
damaged wil be replaced consistent with the Los Angeles County and City of Santa
Clarta's Oak Tree Preservation Ordinance. A permt to remove any oak trees wil be
obtained from the County of Los Angeles or the City of Santa Clarta. Witrun the

Caltrans right-of-way, additional Caltrans mitigations wil be required. The large valley
oak tree located northwest of the interchange for Magic Mountain Parkway and The Old
Road wil be avoided as specified in the Oak Tree Permt and avoidace of trus tree wil
be incorporated during the final project design stage.

· To reduce cumulative impacts resulting from all construction projects in the area,
constrction for all phases of the proposed project within 300 feet of the Santa Clara

River wil be scheduled to avoid the nesting and fledging season of birds in the Santa
Clara River, defined as March 1 through August 31. A biological monitor wil survey the
area for active nests prior to constrction activities. Coordination with the proposed
Caltrans Santa Clara River Bridge Replacement on futerstate 5 project wil include
regulatory permtting, construction, and mitigation actions. This would liiÌt repetitive
disturbances to the Santa Clara River and special-status species.

Traffic

· Construction wil be phased (staged) to avoid long duration closures.

· A Traffc Management Plan (fMP) wil be prepared.

· All traffic disruption issues wil. be coordinated between Caltrans, City of Santa Clarita,
and Los Angeles County. Constrction of the proposed project would be coordinated
with the proposed Caltrans Santa Clara River Bridge Replacement on Interstate 5 project
to miniItze community impacts to the Santa Clara River.

Cultural Resources

· If, during project construction, cultural materials appear, work will stop in the immediate

area. The Distrct 7 Cultural Resource Staff, as well as the Environmental Planning

Branch Cruef and FH A, wil be notified upon such discovery and appropriate measures
wil be performed to Ittigate the impacts to the resource. Work may only resume with
approval from the Caltrans Archaeologist and FH A.

· If the historic-age bridge currently located north of the APE will be subject to alterations
and is determned eligible for either the NR or CRH, impacts to the bridge from the
proposed project would need to be assessed. Appropriate mitigation measures should

then be developed in consultation with the California SHPO and the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation (ACHP) for any adverse effects to the bridge,

Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment
Interstate 5/Maglc Mountain Parkway Interchange and Related Improvements
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REQUIRED PERMIT APPROVALS

The following federal, state, and local pennts would be required Jor the implementation of the proposed
project:

. The Valencia Company wil apply for an amendment to the existing pennts for the

proposed project. This includes amendments to the existing Section 404 Permt from
U.S. Any Corps of Engineers and Section 1603 Streambed Alteration Agreement from
Californa Deparment ofFish and Game, and, if necessar, an amendment to the existing
Section 401 Water Quality Certification from the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality
Control Board.

. Oak tree pennts from Los Angeles County and City of Santa Clarta.

POTENTIALLY REQUIRED PERMTS

The following permt may be required for implementation of the proposed project:

. South Coast Ai Quality Management District (SCAQMD) permt for asbestos.

Page 6 Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment
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1.0 PURPOSE AND NEED

This section documents the purpose of and need for the proposed improvements to the Interstate 5
(I-5)/Magic Mountain Parkway (State Route (SR) 126 (SR-126)) interchange. The pröposed project is
located in northern Los Angeles County parially in the City of Santa Clarta and parially in an

unincorporated area of Los Angeles County (Figure 1-1) Proposed improvements would involve

upgrading the freeway interchange at Magic Mountain Parkway and 1-5, and widening and realigning
Magic Mountain Parkway from The Old Road west of 1-5 to Fairway's Entrance east of 1-5. The project
also includes road restriping on Magic Mountain Parkway from Fairway's Entrance to McBean Parkway.

1.1 PURPOSE OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

The proposed project would reconstrct and reconfigure the existing I-5/Magic Mountain Parkway
Interchange. This is intended to achieve the following objectives:

.

.

.

.

.

.

1.2

Faciltate the efficient flow of goods and services through this area;

Ensure continued mobilty of the public at the state, regional, and local level;

Improve traffc safety and existing deficiencies;

Increase capacity and improve operation of current roadways;

Alleviate existing and future congestion; and

Confonn to state, regional, and local plans and policies.

NEED FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT

The proposed project is necessar to meet the increasing traffic demand on the existing interchange
resulting from current and projected development in the adjacent areas. The California Deparment of
Transporttion (Caltrans), City of Santa Clarita, and County of Los Angeles Deparment of Public Works
consider the existing interchange inadequate for projected development and traffc.

1.2.1 Local Circulation System

1-5 serves as a major interregional and intraregional commuting and shipping corrdor from the United
States northern border with Canada to the southern border with Mexico. Locally, 1-5 serves as the
prima arterial link providing service to the Los Angeles Metropolitan area on the south and the Central
Valley-Bakersfield area on the north. East of 1-5, Magic Mountain Parkway serves as an east-west link in
the Santa Clarta Valley between 1-5 and SR-14.

The existing local circulation system and average daily traffc (ADT) volumes in the vicinity of the
interchange are presented in Figure 1-2. The existing traffc volume on 1-5 is 115,000 ADT between
Valencia Boulevard and Magic Mountain Parkway, and 89,000 ADT between Magic Mountain Parkway
and Newhall Ranch Road. The ADT volumes shown on Figure i -2 represent 1997 traffic counts on a
i 997 highway network (Austin-Foust Associates. Inc. i 998a).
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Magic Mountain Parkway consists of a varable width cross-section from 1-5 to McBean Parkway. In the
City of Santa Clarta Circulation Element of the General Plan, Magic Mountain Parkway is designated as
a major arterial from 1-5 to McBean Parkway. In the 1997 modified General Plan, it includes eight lanes
and provisions for bike lanes. Until recent improvements were made, it consisted of a two-lane highway
in this area. Curently, it is a four-lane highway from the freeway to just east of Tourney Road at which
point it narows to a two-lane highway. At the intersection with McBean Parkway, the full eight-lane
roadway width has been constructed, although it is curently striped for six lanes. Tapers exist to join
these varing cross-sections along this reach.

The Old Road is a major north-south arterial route parallel to and west of 1-5. Within the interchange
area, the roadway consists of two lanes in each direction. Because of the grade differential between the
northbound and southbound lanes south of Magic Mountain Parkway, median area ramps are provided to
accommodate turning.

Currently, there are two long-range highway plans for the Santa Clarita Valley. The first is the
Los Angeles County Master Plan of Highways, and the second is the recently adopted amendment to the
City of Santa Clarta General Plan Circulation Element, which modified certain roadway classifications
from the County's Master Plan. The differences between these plans, however, do not significantly affect
the project area. It is anticipated that the City wil coordinate with the County to incoi:orate the
Circulation Element changes into the County Master Plan (Austin-Foust Associates, Inc. 1998a).

1.2.2 Existing Traffc Conditions

I ..
i
I

The existing 1-5/Magic Mountain Parkway interchange was constrcted in the mid-1960s. The existing
configuration is a tight diamond configuration. The interchange has become outdated as all the ràmps are
one lane at their merge/diverge poÍnts and the intersection spacing between the ramps and The Old Road
does not provide adequate vehicle capacity for pass-through and turning or acceptable operational levels
of service. In 1997, Caltrans constrcted signal-phasing improvements to the eastbound and westbound

left turn lanes of the ramps' intersections with Magic Mountain Parkway.

Peak hour volumes at the interchange are high, as are "event" volumes. The Six Flags Magic Mountain
Park is located west of the interchange. High traffc volumes year-round on weekends and everyday
during the summer are routinely controlled by the California Highway Patrol (CHP). Motorists are
encouraged, through signage and CHP traffc control, to use alternate interchanges due to the inadequate
capacity and resultant severe congestion at 1-5/Magic Mountain Parkway interchange. The existing peak
hour traffc volumes for the 1-5/Magic Mountain Parkway freeway ramps and the Magic Mountain
Parkwayrrhe Old Road and Magic Mountain Parkwayrrourney Road intersections are shown on Figure
1-3. Austin-Foust Associates, Inc. analyzed these intersections for their peak hour volume-to-capacity
ratios, tenned Intersection Capacity Utilzation (lCU). The ICU is an indicator of the Level of Service,
(LOS) or measure of traffc flow. LOS A indicates free-flowing conditions; LOS F indicates forced-flow
conditions. Table 1-1 is a summry of existing traffc conditions at the intersections. The capacity of the
interchange is projected to degrade to LOS F for a.ll intersections by the year 2Q20 unless improvem:ents
to the interchange are made.

Caltrans prepared a Route Concept Report in 1991 (curently being updated) for the 1-5 Freeway. In the
vicinity of Magic Mountain Parkway, the freeway is currently at LOS C. According to the report, the LOS
in 2010 will be D after freeway improvements. .
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Safety Problems

t
K,
J
"

i
~

!

¡

i

¡

i

i
J

Increased use at the 1-5/Magic Mountain Parkway interchange has contrbuted to higher than expected
safety problems and accident rates. The accident data for the freeway ramps, Magic Mountain Parkway,
and 1-5 in the project area from the Caltrans Traffc Accident Sureilance and Analysis System (T ASAS)
and City of Santa Clarita accident reports were analyzed. The data indicate that the accident rates durng
the period from July 1, 1995, through June 30, 1998, for all freeway ramps, Magic Mountain Parkway,
and northbound 1-5 exceed the expected average; personal injury and fataity rates were generally higher
than statewide average rates (Caltrans 1999b). Safety benefits of the proposed project include

improvements to existing deficiencies, reduction to existing and future congestion, and anticipated
reduction in accident rates.

1.2.3 Future Traffc Conditions

The Santa Clarita Valley area has experienced rapid growth since the 1980s. The City of Santa Clarita
was incorporated in 1987 to include the local communities of Newhall, Saugus, Canyon Country, and
Valencia. Within the planning area for th~ City of Santa Clarta, which includes some areas of

unincorporated Los Angeles County, extensive commercial, industrial, and residential development is

planned for the next 20 years. Development activity in the project area and the surounding areas wil
increase traffc demand on the 1-5/Magic Mountain Parkway interchange.

Table 1-2 provides a summry of current (1995) and projected (2020) land uses and associated trp
generation. This includes buildout of most of the Santa Clarita Valley. The Newhall Ranch development,
which is located a few llles west of the Magic Mountain Parkway interchange, would add another

380,000 vehicles per day. These and other land use changes wil alter the travel patterns in the Santa
Clarta Valley over time, resulting in changes in the local travel patterns (Austin-Foust 1998a).

Projected lane configurations and year 2020 morning (a.m.) peak hour and evening (p.m.) peak hour
volumes on the 1-5/Magic Mountain Parkway interchange and the Magic Mountain ParkwayIThe Old
Road and Magic Mountain ParkwayITourney Road intersections are discussed in Chapter 2. Projected
ADT in the project area is shown on Figure 1-2. The 2020 traffc projections anticipate the planned
build-out of the Santa Clarta Valley, as discussed above. This build-out wil also provide new access to
the 1-5 ~t points north of the Magic Mountain Parkway interchange. This would coincide with the
completion 'of the local road system such as Copperhill Drive-Rye Canyon Road and Newhall Ranch
Road-Henr Mayo Drive.

LOS D is anticipated on 1-5 in 2015, which may require improvements to the freeway. These
improvements could include ramp metering, high occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes, and trck lanes.

The existing interchange and highway segment currently experience congestion and poor operations
which is expected to worsen without improvements with the forecast increased traffc volumes. The poor
operations result as a combination of high volumes, lack of capacity, and poor geometries. The traffc-
forecast data were derived from the Santa Clarita Valley Consolidated Traffic Model (SCVCCM). This
traffc-forecasting model was developed jointly by the County of Los Angeles and the City of Santa
Clarita. The existing interchange and highway were evaluated ,along with the three. potential build
alternatives for post-2020 design hourly volumes (DHV) and average daily traffic (ADT).

Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment
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Table 1-1

Existing Intersection Capacity Utization Sumary

Intersection! AM PM
The Old Roadlagic Mtn Pkwy 0.37(A) 0.45(A)
1-5 SB Ramps/Magic MtnPkwy 0.73(C) 0.58(A)
1-5 NB Ramps/Magic Mtn Pkwy 0.94(E) 0.74(C)

Tourney Rdlagic Mtn Pkwy 0.56(A) 0.62(B)
Notes: 1 -Intersection Capacity Utilization is calculated on the basis of signalized intersection operation.

2 - Level of Service descnptions:

Definition
Low volumes; pnmaly. free-flow operations.
Density is low and vehicles can freely maneuver

within the traffic stream. Drivers can maintain their
desired speeds with little or no delay.
Stable flow with potential for some restnction of
operating speeds. due to traffc conditions.

Maneuvering is only slightly restricted. The stopped
delays are not bothersome and drivers are not subject
to appreciable tension. .

Stable operation; however, the abilty to maneuver is
more restricted by the increase in traffc volumes.

Relatively satisfactory operating speeds prevail, but
adverse signed coordination or longer queues cause

delays.
Approaching unstable traffic flow, where small

increases in volume could cause substantial delays.
Most drivers are restricted in their abilty to maneuver
and in theirselection of travel speeds. Comfort and
convenience are low but tolerable.
Operations characterize by significant approach

delays and average speeds of one-half to one-third the
free-flow speed. Flow is unstable and potential for
stoppages of bnef duration. High signal density,
extensive queuing, or signal progression/timing are

the typical causes of the delays.
Forced flow operations with high approach delays at
cntical signalize intersections. Speeds are reduced

substantially and stoppages may occur for short or
long penods of time because of downstream
congestion.

Austin-Foust Associates, Inc. 1998b.

Level of Service
A

B

C

D

E

F

Source:

V olume-to-

Capacity (V IC) Ratio
0.00-0.60

X).60-0.70

::0.70-0.80

::0.80-0.90

::0.90- 1. 00

:: 1. 00
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Table 1-2

Land Use and Trip Generation Sumary
(excluding Newhall Ranch)

.)

Long Range
Base Yea Cumulative Difference

Land Use Units Amount ADT Amount ADT Amount' ADT
Single famly (1-5 du/ac) DU 1,582.00 15,664 5,885.00 58,260 4,303.00 42,596
Single famly (6-10 du/ac) DU - - 1,672.00 16,553 1,672.00 16,553
Multi-famly DU - - 9,179.00 63,337 9,179.00 63,337
Comm ctr (::30 ac) TSF 1,526.15 61,138 4,995.02 200,103 3,468.87 138,965
Comm ctr (10-30 ac) TSF 43.38 2,345 1,594.57 86,204 1,551.9 83,859
Comm ctr (.:10 ac) TSF 5.00 425 62.00 5,273 57.00 4,848
Commercial shops TSF 105.63 3,915 110.63 4,100 5.00 185
Hotel TSF 18.60 342 118.60 2,180 100.00 1,838
ElemljJr. high school STA - - 350.00 4,690 350.00 4,690
High school STA 100.00 1,680 191.00 3,209 91.00 1,529
College STA 520.00 8,944 520.00 8,944 0.00 0
Hospital TSF 4.68 79 62.68 1,053 58.00 974
Librar , TSF 164.66 13,992 164.66 13,993 0.00 1

Church TSF 40.98 381 40.98 381 0.00 0
Industral park TSF 5,689.63 38,689 23,200.06 157,761 17,510.43 119,072
Business park TSF 3,519:00 35,894 3,519.00 35,894 0.00 0
Commercial offce TSF 480.87 5,560 5,852.44 67,655 5,37157 62,095
Golf course AC - - 408.00 3,248 408.00 3,248
Developed park AC 7.20 19 35.20 92 28.00 73
Special generator SG 16,60J)0 16,600 24,600.00 24,600 8,000.00 8,00
Sub-Total 205,667 757,530 551,863
Notes: Generally represents 1995 land use.

AC - acre.
ADT - average daily trafc.
DU - dwellng unit.
ST A - student-teacher averge.
TSF - thousandsquare feet.

Source: Austin-Foust Associates, Inc. 1998a.

An intersections wil achieve LOS D or better with the proposed alternatives except for The Old
Road/agic Mountain Parkway intersection, which is forecast to operate at LOS E with Alternative i.

1.3 SCOPE OF ENVIRONMENT AL ANALYSIS

1.3.1 Hitory of the Plannng Process

Proposed improvements to the interchange have been in process since 1998. Based on the 2020 traffc
projections for the area and geometric deficiencies in the existing interchange, Caltrans developed a

Project Study Report and examined four alternatives in detail, including a No-Action Alternative.
Alternatives considered durg the planning process but eliminated include a roundabout configuration

and an urban interchange or single point diamond. These alternatives are described in detail in Section
2.3.

Page 1-10 Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment
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1.3.2 Related Environmenta Documents

Iû
~
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In addition to the I-51 Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange project, several other roadway improvements
have been proposed in the area; Section 2.4, Related Future Roadway Projects, lists these projects. For
several of these projects, the environmental documents have been or are currently being prepared. The
constrction of this project is being coordinated with the constrction of the Caltrans 1-5lSanta Clara

Bridge Replacement project.

A Final Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)Ænvironmental Impact Report (EIR) was prepared in

August 1998 for the 404 Perrt and 1603 Streambe Alteration Agreement for Portions of the Santa
Clara River and its Tributares in Los Angeles County (U.S. Any Corps of Engineers (ACOE),
California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) 1998). This document analyzes the impacts of varous
flood control improvements, drainage facilties, and new and/or widened bridges associated with
development of lands adjacent to the Santa Clara River and its ttbutaries for the next 15 years. It also
analyzes the issuance of permts in association with the proposed projects.

The Revised Mitigation Measures (ACOE, CDFG 1998) to the EISÆIR were prepared ìn November 1998
to provide greater environmental protection and/or ensure more effective implementation and monitoringof mitigation measures. '
A Draft Project Report (DPR) was prepared for the I-5/Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange

improvement project in 1999 by CaItrans.

In i 998, Tetra Tech, Inc. (Tetra Tech) conducted an Initial Site Assessment (lSA) to identify current and
past hazardous material and chemical use in the project area (Tetra Tech 1999a). A summry of the
findings is described in the Hazardous Materials Settion 4.3 of this document.

1.4 APPLICABLE REGULA TORY REQUIREMENTS AND REQUIRED
COORDINATION

This section outlines the federal, state, and local regulations, which must be complied with during
implementation of the proposed project.

1.4.1 The California Environmental Qualiy Act and National Environmenta Policy Act

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) of 1970, as amended (Public Resources Code (PRe)
Section 21000 et seq.), requires comprehensive environmental review of major projects from state
agencies, along with the use of this review in the decision-making process. The National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, as amended (42 United States Code (U.S.C.) 4321 et seq.) is the federal
counterpar to CEQA in that it requires federal agencies to analyze potential environmental impacts of
major federal actions.

The proposed interchange improvements are subject to review under both CEQA and NEP A. In addition,
the following guidelines were used in preparng ths document: the State Guidelines for Implementation
of CEQA (CEQA Guidelines), as amended (California Administrative Code Section 15000et seq.), the
Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations implementing NEPA (40 Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) 1500-1508), the Caltrans Environmental Handbook (1995), and the Federal Highway
Administration (F A) Technical Advisory on Guidance for Preparng and Processing Environmental

and Section 4(f) Documents (J6640.8A 1987). The project proponent is Los Angeles County. The Lead
Agency for CEQA compliance is Caltrans; the Lead Agency for NEP A compliance is the FH A.

Final Initial StudylEnvironmental Assessment
Interstate 5/Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange and Related Improvements
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Under CEQAfP A, an Initial StudyÆnvironmental Assessment (ISÆA) is an analysis of a proposed
action to determne whether an EIRIS needs to be prepared. If the analysis indicates that the project
would result in significant impacts, an EIRIS wil be prepared.

If the analysis indicates that the proposed action wil not have a significant adverse impact, the ISÆA wil
be attached to a Negative Declaration (ND)/Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI). An ND is the
document prepared under CEQA that explains why a project wil not have a significant impact on the
environment. A FONSI is the equivalent NEPA document. This environmental document updates the
unapproved ISÆA prepared for this project in 1996 by Sikad Engineering Associates, Inc.

1.4.2 Other Regulatory Requirements

1.4.2.1 Federal Regulations

The proposed project must comply with the following federal regulations and environmental
requirements:

. The Clean Air Act (CAA) states that all applicable state and national ambient air quality
standards must be maintained during the operation of any emission source, including
constrction projects.

.¡
;-1

I
.,1
.'1

~L . The Clean Water Act (CW A) prohibits the discharge of pollutants from a point source
into navigable waters of the United States, except in compliance with a National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permt.jr'

ii;

¡il:

. The Solid Waste Disposal Act, as amended by the Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act (RCRA) and Hazardous Solid Waste Amendments of 1984, regulates the treatment,
storage, and disposal of solid waste, (both hazardous and nonhazardous).

;1::";

~
. The Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act (SAR), Title II (also known as

the Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act (EPCRA)) establishes
standards for community right-to-know programs and requires the reporting of releases of
certain toxic chemicals.

· The National Historic Preservation Act (NHA) is the key federal law establishing the
foundation and framework for historic preservation in the United States.

· The Endangered Species Act (ESA) requires that federal agencies, in consultation with
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the National Marine Fisheries Service
(NMS), use their authorities in furtherance of its purposes by caring out program for
the conservation of endangered or theatened species.

· The Migratory Bird Treaty Act declares that all migratory birds and their pars (including
nests, eggs, and feathers) are protected.

1.4.2.2 State Regulations

In addition to CEQA, the proposed project must comply with the following state regulations:

Page 1-12 '
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. The California Clean Air Act (CCAA) develops and implements a program to attain the
Californa Ambient Quality Standards (CAAQS) for ozone (03), carbon monoxide (CO),
nitrogen dioxide (N02), sulfur oxide (S02), pariculate matter (PM 10), lead (Pb),
hydrogen sulfide (H2S), and vinyl chloride.

. California Fish and Game Code provides for wildlife protection in the state of California.

1.4.2.3 Required Permtt and Coordination

The following federal, state, and local pemmts would be required for the implementation of the proposedproject: .
. The Valencia Company wil apply for an amendment to the existing Section 404, 401,

and 1603 pemmts for the proposed project.

. Oak tree pemmts from Los Angeles County and City of Santa Clarta.

1.4.2.4 Potentially Required Permits

The following pemmt may be required for implementation of the proposed project:

· SCAQMD pemmt for asbestos.

Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment
Interstate 5/Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange and Related Improvements
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2.0 THE PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES
CONSIDERED

2.1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION

2.1.1 Project Area and Existing Interchange

The project area includes the I-5/Magic Mountain Parkway interchange and associated improvements,
which encompass the area from the Santa Clara River Bridge on the north, to a point approximately 1,100
meters (3,608 feet) south along 1-5. The western project bounda includes The Old Road, somewhat
west of its intersection with Magic Mountain Parkway (depending on the alternative). The eastern project
boundares encompass Magic Mountain Parkway to Fairway's Entrance (for realìgnment and road
improvements), and to McBean Parkway (for road restrping only). Figure 2-1 shows the project area and
existing roadway configurations.

The existing interchange, constructed in the mid-1960s, is a tight diamond configuration, with Magic
Mountain Parkway crossing under 1-5. The tight diamond configuration does not 'provide adequate
spacing between the intersections in the interchange. In addition, all the ramps are one lane at their
merge/diverge points. Both of these features significantly limit the vehicle capacity of the interchange.

A discussion of the existing roadways and local circulation system is provided in Section 1.0.

2.1.2 Project Phasing

The proposed interchange improvements have been broken down into three phases, which would be
constructed over a period of 5 years.

2.1.2.1 Phase 1- Reconstruct Separation

The first phase would consist of reconstructing the I-5/Magic Mountain Parkway separation and the
auxiliary lane for the northbound off-ramp. Reconstrction of the separation would require minor
roadway modifications on Magic Mountain Parkway to attain minimum vertical clearance at the
separation. This phase would be coordinated ~ith the proposed Santa Clara River Bridge reconstrction

project, currently being undertaken by Caltnins and described in more detail in Section 2.5. This phase is
estimated to take 18 to 24 months to complete and would be completed in April 2003.

2.1.2.2 Phase 2 - Reconstruct Interchange

The second phase would be widening the ramps, realignment of The Old Road to increase intersection
spacing, and widening the Magic Mountain Parkway from The Old Road to the northbound ramps. Most
of the differences between the build alternatives are differences in the interchange configurations and the
associated infrastructure. This phase is estimated to take 18 months and wøuld be completed in June
2005.

Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment
Interstate 5/Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange and Related Improvements
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2.1.2.3 Phase 3 - Realign and Widen Magic Mountain Parkway

The trurd phase would be realignment and widening of Magic Mountain Parkway east of 1-5 from the
northbound ramps to Fairay's Entrance. Magic Mountain Parkway would be realigned to improve
design speed. The roadway would be widened to eight lanes from the interchange to Fairway's Entrance.
The roadway between the Fairway's Entrance and McBean Parkway would be restriped from six lanes to
eight lanes (trus segment is being widened as par ôf another project, described in Section 2.5). This
phase is estimated to take 6 months and would be completed in June 200.

2.2 DESCRIPTION OF AL TERNA TIVES

For all build alternatives, a brief description is provided, as well as specifics regarding the following
project components: the Old Road realignment (or recQnfiguration), interchange; improvements, Magic
Mountain Parkway realignment and widening, utilities relocation, right-of-way requirements, and future
traffc conditions after constrction. The proposed Santa Clara River Bridge Reconstruction Project by
Caltrans is noted where applicable. In some cases, the project components are the same for more than one

alternative.

2.2.1 Alternative 1- No-Build Alternative

With the No-Build Alternative, the interchange and associated improvements would not be constructed.
Currently, the interchange is congested, operates poorly, and has higher than expected accident rates. If

projected traffc is superimposed on the existing interchange, existing operational deficiencies would be
compounded and congestion, with associated delays, would be further increased, thereby potentially
increasing accident rates.

The No-Build Alternative would not result in- adverse environmental impacts from constrction.
However, the No-Build Alternative would not meet the project purose and need, as discussed in Sections
1.1 and 1.2, for the following reasons:

. It would not accommodate local circulation and access needs or alleviate congestion and

capacity deficiencies;

. It would not be consistent with local and regional planning;

. It would not accommodate forecasted traffc volumes, which would result in increases in

traffic congestion and delay as buildout occurs in the area; and

. It would not facilitate the effcient flow of goods and services through the area.

2.2.2 Alternative 2 - Improvements with Southbound Hook Ramp and Northbound
Diamond (Direct) Ramp Interchange

2.2.2.1 Project Descnption

With Alternative 2, southbound hook ramps and northbound direct ramps would be reconstrcted. The
Old Road would be realigned to the west and widened"and Magic Mountain Parkway would be realigned
and widened (Figure 2-2). All existing ramps would be removed and reconstructed. '

Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment
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2.2.2.2 The Old Road Realignment

Within the project area, The Old Road consists of two lanes in each direction. Because of the grade
differential between the northbound and southbound lanes south of Magic Mountain Parkway, median
area ramps are provided to accommodate turing. With this altemati ve, the median ramps would be
elimnated and The Old Road would be realigned approximately 20 meters (66 feet) to the west to provide
space for the ramp configuration and provide more storage capacity for the ramps. The Old Road would
be widened to provide thee lanes with provisions for right and dual left tur lanes for the southbound
lanes at Magic Mountain Parkway, and three lanes with provisions for a free right and dual 

left turns for
the northbound lanes.

2.2.2.3 Interchange Improvements

The southbound 1-5 off-ramp would be a single lane at the freeway, reconstrcted to three lanes at its
termnus at The Old Road. The southbound on-ramp would be thee lanes at the intersection with The
Old Road merging to a single lane at the freeway entrance. The ramps' intersection Would be
approximately 300 meters (990 feet) south of Magic Mountain Parkway.

The northbound off-ramp would be two lanes at the diverge, reconstrcted to four lanes at the termnus
with Magic Mountain Parkway.

Preceding this off-ramp, a 400-meter (1,312-foot) auxilar lane would be constrcted. The existing

access to the Ranch House Inn off the northbound off-ramp would be eliminated as the new profie of the
ramp would be lower and the connection could not be. re-established without significant area
modifications. The northbound on-ramp would be two lanes at Magic Mountain Parkway merging to a
single lane at the freeway entrance. A third HOV bypass lane was considered for the northbound on-ramp
but is not provided as the future HOV lanes on the 1-5 would end at the 1-5/Magic Mountain Parkway
interchange. The mainline HOV lanes would not. provide an ingress and egress area from Magic
Mountain Parkway to its termnus at The Old Road. All four ramps were designed considering the
ultimate freeway widening and Santa Clara River Bridge reconstrction approved by Caltrans.

2.2.2.4 Magic Mountain Parkway Realignment and Widening

This alternative would include the realignment of Magic Mountain Parkway and reconstrction of the
planned future eight-lane section from 1-5 to McBean Parkway. The future typical section would include
a raised curbed median and curbed edges with gutter and sidewalk. Right shoulders would be provided,
which would be used as a bikeway. The existing horizontal alignment near Tourey Road has a short
radius curve providing approximately a 60 kilometer per hour (km) (37 mile per hour (mph)) design
speed. This alternative would realign this segment of the roadway with a 412-meter (1,352-foot) radius
curve such that a minimum l00-km (62 mph) design speed would be attained.

The existing vertical clearance at the 1-5/Magic Mountain Parkway separation. is 4.6 meters (15 feet, 1
inch). Each alternative requires .the reconstrction of the Magic Mountain Parkway separation. The new
structure would accommodate the future widening of the 1-5 crossing over Magic Mountain Parkway (one
HOV plus one truck lane plus four mixed-flow lanes) and standard vertical clearance (4.6 meters (15
feet)) for the separation. To provide standard vertical clearance for the new bridge deck thickness, Magic
Mountain Parkway would be lowered to accommodate the clearance and bridge deck reconstrction.

Under this alternative, Magic Mountain Parkway would be widened to provide four lanes in each
direction with provisions for dual left turn lanes at The Old Road and northbound 1-5 on-ramp. Dual right

Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment
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turns would be provided eastbound at The Old Road and westbound at the nortbound 1-5 on-ramp. A
free right tur would be provided westbound at The Old Road.

2.2.2.5 Utilties Relocation

Existing utilties would need to be relocated as par of this alternative. These include: two high pressure
gas mains, six oil lines, a sewer main, a sewer force main, a water main, and typical cable and tdevision
(CATV) and telephone underground conduit.

2.2.2.6 Right-of-Way Requirements

A number of businesses in the area would be affected by this alternative. Full takes (requiring relocation)
would be likely for the El Torito and Hamburger Hamlet restaurants and the Chevron gas station. A
Relocation Impact Report (Tetra Tech 1999d) has been prepared for these businesses and is available for
review under separate cover. Parial takes (requirng minor modifications to sidewalks, landscaping, and

parking) would be likely for the Mare Callendar's and Wendy's restaurants, the river area, Southern
California Edison, the Ranch House In, and Valencia Company land along The Old Road and Magic
Mountain Parkway.

The majority of right-of-way would be acquired from the Valencia Company, with most parcels
consisting of undeveloped land. Portions of these parcels are being used a.s a Caltrans maintenance

easement for access to the Santa Clara River Bridge. This easement would be kept for continued access.

2.2.2.7 Future Traffc Conditions

Existing morning (a.m.) and evening (p.m.) peak hour traffic volumes on the 1-5/Magic Mountain
Parkway interchange and nearby intersections are shown on Figure 1-3. Projected year 2020 and existing
ADT volumes in the project area are shown on Figure 1-2 in Chapter 1. The 2020 traffc projections
include the planned build-out of the Santa Clarta Valley.

Table 2-1 is a summ of projected traffc conditions (year 2020) at the following intersections:
northbound freeway ramps/Magic Mountain Parkway, The Old Road/agic Mountain Parkway, Toumey
Road/agic Mountain Parkway, and The Old Road/-5 southbound ramps. All intersections are forecast
to operate at LOS D or E under the proposed intersection geometrcs. While LOS A represents the most
desirable operational state for a roadway segment or intersection, LOS C is considered a benclurk for
planning purposes. However, in heavily urbanized areas, LOS D is an accepted condition for peak hours
of vehicular travel (City of Santa Clarta 1991). Therefore, the proposed improvements associated with
this alternative are not consistent with the requirements of the City of Santa Clarta General Plan.

Page 2-10 Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment
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Table 2-1

Intersection Capacity Utilzation Sumary
Year 2020 Traffc Conditions

Alternative 2 Alternative 3 Alternative 4
Intersection AM PM AM PM AM PM

The Old Road Magic Mtn Pkwy 0.96 (E) Loo (E) 0.93 (E) 0.93 (E) 0.78 (C) 0.90 (D)
1-5 Southbound RampslMagic Mtn Pkwy NA NA 0.46 (A) 0.46 (A) 0.84 (D) 0.85 (D)
1-5 Nortbound Ramps/Magic Mtn Pkwy 0.88 (D) 0.85 (D) 0.64 (B) 0.62 (B) 0.88 (D) 0.85 (D)
ToumeylMagic Mtn Pkwy 0.80 (D) 0.89 (D) 0.80 (C) 0.89 (D) 0.80 (C) 0.89 (D)
The Old RoadlI-5 Southbound Ramps 0.91 (E) 0.86 (D) 0.85 (D) 0.73 (C) NA NA

Note: NA = not applicable.
Source: Justin-Foust Associates, Inc. 1998b. '.

2.2.3 Alternative 3 - Improvements with Partial Cloverleaf Interchange

2.2.3.1 Project Description

Under Alternative 3, a parial cloverleaf configuration with loop off-ramps (single lane) in both directions
to Magic Mountain Parkway would be constructed. The Old Road would be widened, and Magic

Mountain Parkway would be realigned and widened (Figure 2-3).

2.2.3.2 The Old Road Reconfguration

The Old Road would be widened to three lanes with provisions for right and dual left turns from both. the
southbound and northbound lanes onto Magic Mountain Parkway.

2.2.3.3 Interchange Improvements

Alternative 3 proposes a partial cloverleaf configuration with loop off-ramps from 1-5 (single lane) in
both directions to Magic Mountain Parkway. The existing southbound off-ramp would be reconstructed
to join the new Magic Mountain Parkway profie and join 1-5 to accommodate the future cross-section
approved by Caltrans. This off-ramp would serve only westbound traffic. A southbound loop off-ramp

from 1-5 would be constructed to serve eastbound Magic Mountain Parkway. The southbound on-ramp
would be constructed as a hook on-ramp with an intersection 200 meters (656 feet) south of Magic
Mountain Parkway, accessing it via The Old Road. The new southbound on-ramp would be three lanes at
The Old Road merging to a single lane at the freeway entrance. .

The existing northbound off-ramp would be replaced with a single-lane off-ramp directing traffic to
eastbound Magic Mountain Parkway. A single-lane, loop off-ramp would be constructed to serve
westbound Magic Mountain Parkway. Similar to Alternative 2, the existing access to the Ranch House
Inn off of the northbound off-ramp would be eliminated as the new profie of the ramp would be lower
and the connection could not be re-established without significant area modifications. The nortbound
on-ramp would be reconstrcted around the northbound loop off-ramp and provide thee lanes at Magic
Mountain Parkway merging to a single lane at the freeway entrance.

Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment
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Both on-ramps would be laid out to ramp meter standards. All six ramps have been laid out considering
the planned future freeway widening and Santa Clara River Bridge reconstruction approved by Caltrans.

2.2.3.4 Magic Mountain Parkway Realignment and Widening

As with Alternative 2, the realignment of Magic Mountain Parkway includes reconstructing the planned
future eight-lane section from 1-5 to McBean Parkway. The features of the realignent would be
essentially the same as described for Alternative 2, with differences described below.

This alternative would realign this segment of the roadway with a 500-meter (1,640-foot) radius cure
such that a minimum 100-km (62 mph) design speed would be attained.

In the westbound direction, Magic Mountain Parkway would be thr.e lanes with a dual right tur at the
northbouííd on-ramp. The four lane would be picked up in the westbound direction. once the
northbound loop off-ramp merges with Magic Mountain Parkway. At The Old Road, westbound Magic
Mountain Parkway provides four lanes with dual left turn lanes and a free right tur lane. In the

eastbound direction, Magic Mountain Parkway would be three lanes at The Old Road with dual left and
dual right turn lanes. The fourth lane would be picked up in the eastbound direction once the southbound
loop off-ramp merges with Magic Mountain Parkway. A fifth lane would be picked up with the merging
of the northbound off-ramp; the eastbound lanes would merge back to four lanes at Tourey Road.

2.2.3.5 Utilties Relocation

Existing utilties would need to be relocated as par of this alternative and would be the same as for
Alternative 2.

2.2~3.6 Right-of-Way Requir~ments

A number of businesses in the area would be affected by this alternative. Full takes (requiring relocation)
would be likely for the EI Torito and Wendy's restaurants and the Chevron gas station. A Relocation

Impact Report (Tetra Tech 1999d) has been prepared for these businesses and is available for review
under separate cover. A large "Six Flags" theme park sign would also need to be relocated. Parial takes.
(requirng minor modifications to sidewalks, landscaping, and parking) would be likely for the Marie
Callendar's, Hamburger Hamlet, and Red Lobster restaurants, the river area, Southern California Edison,
the Ranch House Inn, and Valencia Company land along The Old Road and Magic Mountain Parkway.

The majority of right-of-way would be acquired from the Valencia Company, with most parcels
consisting of undeveloped land. Portions of these parcels are curently being used as a Caltrans

maintenance easement for access to the Santa Clara River Bridge. This easement would be kept for
continued access.

2.2.3.7 Future Traffc Conditions

Projected year 2020 ADT volumes on the 1-5/Magic Mountain Parkway interchange are shown on Figure
1-3. Table 2-1 is a summry of projected traffc conditions (year 2020) at the following intersections:
freeway ramps/Magic Mountain Parkway, The Old Road/agic Mountain Parkway, Tourney

Roadlagic Mountain Parkway, and The Old Roadl-5 southbound ramps. All intersections are forecast
to operate at a LOS E or better under the proposed intersection geometrics. For the reasons identified in
Section 2.2.1, the proposed improvements associated with this alternative are not consistent with the
requirements of the City of Santa Clarta General Plan.
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2.2.4 Alternative 4 -Improvements with Improved Diannond Interchange (PreferredAlternative) .
2.2.4.1 Project Description

Under Alternative 4, the existing diamond interchange configuration would be improved. The Old Road
would be realigned to the west and widened, and Magic Mountan Parkway would be realigned and
widened (Figure 2-4).

2.2.4.2 The Old Road Realignment

Similar to Alternative 2, this alternative would eliminate the median ramps and The Old Road would be
realigned approximately 60 meters (197 feet) to the west to provide better intersection spacing with the
southbound ramps. The Old Road would be widened to six lanes with provisions for right and dual left
turn lanes at Magic Mountain Parkway.

2.2.4.3 Interchange Improvements

The southbound 1-5 off-ramp would be two lanes at the freeway, reconstrcted to four lanes at Magic
Mountain Parkway. Double right turns lànes were recommended since traffc volumes related to future
development in the Resort area are relatively unkown. The southbound 1-5 on-ramp would be three
lanes at the termnus with Magic Mountain Parkway, merging to a single lane at the freeway entrnce.
The northbound 1-5 off-ramp would be two lanes, reconstrcted to four lanes at the termnus on Magic
Mountain Parkway. Similar to Alternative 2, the existing access to the Ranch House Inn from 

the
northbound off-ramp would be eliminated as the new profie of the ramp would be lower and the

connection could not be re-established without significant area modifications. The northbound 1-5 on-
ramp would be two lanes at Magic Mountain Parkway merging to a single lane at the freeway entrance.
A thid HOV bypass lane was considered for the northbound on-ramp but is not provided as the future
HOV lanes on the 1-5 would end at the 1-5/Magic Mountain Parkway interchange. The mainline HOV
lanes would not provide an Íngress and egress area from Magic Mountain Parkway to its termnus at The
Old Road. Preceding the nortbound and southbound off-ramps, a 400-meter (l,312-foot) auxiliar lane
would be constrcted.
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2.2.4.4 Magic Mountain Parkway Realignment and Widening

As with Alternative 2, the realignment of Magic Mountain Parkway includes reconstrcting the ultiìnte
eight-lane section from 1-5 to McBean Parkway. The features of the realignment would be the same as
described for Alternative 2, except that Magic Mountain Parkway would be four lanes in each direction
with dual left turn lanes at The Old Road, southbound ramps, and nortbound ramps. In addition, a free
right turn lane would be provided from westbound Magic Mountain Parkway to The Old Road.

2.2.4.5 Utilties Relocation

Existing utilties would need to be relocated as par of this alternative and would be the same as for
Alternative 2.

2.2.4.6 Right-or-Way Requirements

A number of businesses in the area would be affected by this alternative. A full take (requiring
relocation) would be likely for the Chevron gas station. A Relocation Impact Report (Tetra Tech 1999d)
has been prepared for this business and is avaihible for review under separate cover. Paral takes
(requirng minor modifications to sidewalks, landscaping, and parking) would be likely for the Mare
Callend-a's and Wendy's restaurants, the river area, Southern California Edison, Ranch House Inn, and
Valencia Company land along The Old Road and Magic Mountain Parkway.

The majority of right-of-way would be acquired from the Valencia Company, with most parcels
consisting of undeveloped land. Portions of these parcels are being used as a Caltrans maintenance

easement for access to the Santa Clara River Bridge. This easement would be kept for continued access.

2.2.4.7 Future Traffc Conditions

Projected year 2020 average daily traffc volumes on the I-5/Magic Mountain Parkway interchange are
shown on Figure i -3. Table 2- 1 is a summ of projected traffc conditions (year 2020) at the following
intersections: freeway rampslMagic Mountain Parkway, The Old Road/agic Mountain Parkway, and
Tourney Road/agic Mountain Parkway. All intersections are forecast to operate at LOS D or better
under the proposed intersection geometrics. For the reasons identified Section 2.2.2.7, the proposed
improvements associated with this alternative are consistent with the requirements of the City of Santa
Clarita General Plan.

2.3 ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED BUT ELIMINATED FROM
CONSIDERATION

Other alternatives were identified and evaluated prior to selecting the three potential build alternatives,
including the roundabout interchange and the urban interchange.

The County of Los Angeles requested that the modem roundabout concept be evaluated as a pote.ntial
alterna.tive. It features roundabouts both east and west of the freeway at the northbound ramp intersection
and the southbound ramprrhe Old Road intersection with Magic Mountain Parkway, respectively. This
configuration requires a shorter bridge span for Magic Mountain Parkway; however, more space is
required on each side of the freeway to accommodate the geometry. The feasibilty of traffc operations
was a primary concern for this configuration. The total peak hour volumes using the roundabout would
be high (9,500 vehicles per hour (vph) in the morning and 10,200 vph in the afternoon peak hours). An
additional concern would be the total volumes in some of the roundabouts sections, with two sections
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close to or higher than 6,00 vph during peak hours. These capacity concerns, 'together with the physical
constraints involved, suggest that a roundabout configuration at this location is not feasible. As such. this
alternative was eliminated from furtherconsideratioIl.

An urban interchange, or single point diamond, was also reviewed. Because of the required single span
length to cross Magic Mountain Parkway, the deck thickness of ths strcture would be approximately 2
meters (6 feet) thicker than the conventional bridges for Alternatives 2, 3. and 4. The added deck
thickness would require a significant lowering of Magic Mountain Parkway and would increase bridge
costs. As such, this alternative was eliminated from further consideration.

2.4 CURNT STATUS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

The project is not specifically identified in the approved 1998 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)
prepared by the Southern Caifornia Association of Governents (SCAG). Projects at this level are not
generally listed in the RTP. The currently approved Regional Transportation Improvement Program
(RTIP) (1998/99 - 200/05) identifies the project improvements "from 2 to 6 lanes." The proposed
project is not identified in the approved RTIP for improvements "from 6 to8 lanes." The portion of the
project involving the interchange reconfigution only can, at this time, be administratively amended into
the currently approved RTIP (1998/99 - 200/05). The proposed project is identified in the 1997 Los
Angeles County Metropolitan Transporttion Authority (LACMT A) Congestion Management Program
(CMP) , Capital Improvements Program (CIP). The project is consistent with regional transporttion
plans proposed by Caltrans, the County, and the City (California Deparment of Transportation 1999).
The project is consistent with the District 7 System Management Plan. The proposed project has ben
designed to accommodate these recommendations. The RCR does not include any State Transporttion
Improvement Program (STIP) projects for the project area.

The 1-5/Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange is included in the Interstate System. 1-5 is included in the
Federal Surace Transporttion Assistance Act (STAA) r:oute network for . oversized trucks and the
Subsystem of Highways for the Movement of Extralegal Permt Loads (SHELL) route. The I-5/Magic
Mountain Interchange is on the Freeway and Expressway System. The Route Concept Report (RCR)
recommends adding a trck lane and HOV lane for each direction in the project area.

The proposed project would occur in three phases. Phase 1 would begin in April 200 1 and would be

completedìn April 2003. Phase 2 would begin in Januar 200 and be completed in June 2005. Phase 3

would begin in June 2005 and be completed in July 2006. The City of Santa Clarita is anticipated to be
the sponsor to fund 100 percent of all preliminar and design engineering costs, including costs for
preparation of contract documents and advertising and awarding the project constrction contract.

2.5 RELA TED FUTURE ROADWAY PROJECTS.

Within the next few years, a number of projects are planned within the area of Magic Mountain Parkway
between The Old Road and McBean Parkway, and along the 1-5 freeway. Son:e phases of these projects
occur concurrently with the proposed project described in ths document. Figure 2-5 shows the location
and relationship of these projects.
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1. Caltrans is designing the Santa Clara River Bridge reconstrction at the 1-5 freeway (EA
17600). Constrction is expected to begin in the first quarer of 2001. The proposed project
(I-5/Magic M9untain Parkway Interchange and Related Improvements) is being closely
coordinated with ths Caltrans project to minimize impacts to traffc and impacts to the Santa
Clara River.

2. Valencia Company is sponsoring a permt project for minor short-tenn improvements at the
I-5/Magic Mountain Parkway interchange with constrction anticipated to occur from

Januar through April 200. This permt project wil be completed prior to constrction of
the 8-lane roadway of this proposed project.

3. A permt project is sponsored by the Valencia Company and designed by Sikand Engineering

to widen the exisÛng Magic Mountain Parkway from just west of Fairway's Entrance to
McBean Parkway. Constrction is anticipated to occur from January through April 200.

4. An MT A funded, Caltrans sponsored project (EA 142600) is proposed to widen the existing
roadway between Tourey Road and Fairay's Entrance from the existing two-lane roadway
to a six-lane section. The County of Los Angeles is preparng the dèsign for the widening
scheduled for constrction in mid-2oo. .

5. The County of Los Angeles is lead agency in cooperation with Valencia Company for

interchange improvements to the I-5/Valencia Boulevard interchange (EA 107160) south of
Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange, scheduled for completion in April 2001.

6. The County of Los Angeles is currently designing "the Old Road over the Santa Clara River,"
a bridge replacement project. The constrction schedule is unknown at this time. This

project is part of the County's bridge replacement program to construct a new four-lane
bridge.

7. Caltrans is currently designing a slope paving project (EA IN9401) at the I-5/Magic
mountain Parkway separation (KP 86.16) and the I-5/Hasley Canyon Road overcrossing (KP
91.07).

8. - Caltrans is currently deSigning a project (EA 178401) to replace PCC slab with AC on Route
5 between KP 78.8 and 109.3R.

9. Valencia Company is sponsoring a permt project(permt number pending) for minor short-
tenn improvements at the. I-5/Magic Mountain Parkway interchange with constrction
beginning in late 1999. This project would increase capacity on the southbound off-ramp,

eliminate the two-directional traffic on the northbound off-ramp, and widen Magic Mountain
Parkway to a six-lane roadway from the interchange to Tourney Road. Access to the Ranch
House In would be maintained via the existing northbound off-r~mp within this phase, but
would be eliminated during the reconstruction of the interchange. This permt project would
be completed prior to construction of the eight-lane roadway proposed in this project study.
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3.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The proposed project is located in northern Los'.,Angeles County along the western bounda of the City
of Santa Clarta. This chapter provides an overview of the existing environment in the project area.
Section 3.1 gives a brief summ of the project area and is broken into the three phases of the project,
which correspond to the phases described in Section 2.0. Sections 3.2 through 3.11 detail the following
aspects of the environment: topography, geology, and soils; non-renewable resources; hazdous
materials; hydrology, drainage, and water quality; air quality; noise; light and glare; biological resources;
land use planning; population and socioeconomics; public services and utilties; traffc and transporttion;

cultural resources; and visual resources. The informtion presented in this section is used as a basis for
the impact analysis presented in Section 4.0.

3.1 GENERAL ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Phase 1

Phase I of the proposed project would occur along Magic Mountain Parkway, at the I-5/Magic Mountain
Parkway interchange south of the 1-5/Santa Clar River Bridge. This area is landscape with a variety of

nonnative plant species that provide habitat for only those wildlife species that are tolerant of noise, light,
and other human intrusion. See Section 3.6 for a detailed description of the biological resources in the
project area.

Phase 2

Constrction for Phase 2 of the proposed project would occur. along The Old Road and along all on- and

off-ramps of the I-5lMagic Mountain Parkway interchange.

The Old Road is a frontage road to 1-5 and is developed with commercial businesses. The Old Road is
landscaped with a varety of nonnative plant species that provide habitat for only those wildlife species
that are tolerant of noise, light, and other human intrsion. Commercial development with nonnative
landscaping includes a Chevron gas station and the Six Flags Magic Mountain theme park, located west
of The Old Road. Nonnative grassland and a small man made drainage .also occur west of The Old Road.
Farther to the west and south of the intersection of Magic Mountain Parkway and The Old Road, the
vegetation is valley oak woodland. Valley oaks (Quercus ¡obata) are scattered throughout the area with
an understory of nonnative grassland. This habitat would be marginally valuable to wildlife species due
to its proximity to the road and commercial businesses. Traffc, noise, light, and other human intrsion
reduce the quality of this habitat for wildlife, however, it is considered sensitive by the state.

Nonnative grassland and landscaped areas occur along the south side of the I-5/Magic Mountain Parkway
interchange. The Santa Clara River is located north of the interchange and represeiits the highest quality
habitat with the most abundant biological resources in the project area.

The Santa Clara River channel is in a natural state except where infrastructure improvements, such as
bridge and bank protection, have ben constructed, Four natural 'Communities are found in ths area:
southern cottonwood-wilow riparian forest, Great Basin mixed scrub, valley oak wooland, and
nonnative grassland, based on the List of California Terrestrial Natural Communities Recognized by the
Natural Diversity Data Base (CDFG 1997).

The Santa Clara River is crossed by the 1-5 and The Old Road bridges. This area is located in a rapidly
developing urban area in the City of Santa Clarta. Land uses surrounding the channel include
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agrcultural and recreational uses with residential development and associated infrastrcture
improvements located to the east and south. Areas of the Santa Clar River, beginning approximately 1.2
miles upstream of the 1-5 bridge at McBea Parkway, are mowed once per year by the Los Angeles
County Floo Control Maintenance Deparment for floo protection (Halter 1999). The toe of both banks
is arored with rock riprap bank protection; cottonwood and willow trees grow on the upper banks. On

the nortern bank is a gravel floo control access road. Emergent wetland vegetation is present in the

river bottom maintained by the Floo Control Maintenance Deparment. Vegetative cover is
approximately 25 percent over ths area. The invasive giant reed (Arund dona) is present in the channel
upstream of the 1-5 bndge. The river bottom is mostly coarse sand with pools of water along the main
channeL. See Section 3.6 for a detailed description of the biological resources in the project area.

During a site visit in June 1999, flowing water was present in the southern portion of the riverbed and a
pool of standing water was located between the southern bank and the first set of bridge support columnsto the north. .
Phase 3

Constrction for Phase 3 of the proposed project woùld occur along Magic Mountain Parkway from the
1-5/Magic Mountain Parkway interchange to Fairay's Entrance, including undeveloped areas north of
the Magic Mountain Parkway.

The area south of Magic Mountain Parkway is parially developed and dominated by landscaping and
nonnative grassland. The Santa Clara River is north of the proposed constrction areas for Phase 3 of the
project.

The habitat between Magic Mountain Parkway and the Santa Clara River north of the intersection with
Tourney Road is a combination of Great Basin mixed scrub and nonnative grassland. Northeast of the
intersection are ephemeral trbutaes to the Santa Clara River that support southern cottonwood-wilow
.riparan forest and nonnative grassland. A floo control outlet strcture is also located within one of these

tributaries close to the intersection of Tourey Road and Magic Mountain Parkway. See Section 3.6 fora
detailed description of the biological resources in the project area.

3.2 TOPOGRAPHY, GEOLOGY, AND SOILS

The east side of the project area is located in the City of Santa Clarta and the west side is located in an
unincorporated portion of Los Angeles County. The I-5/Magic Mountain Parkway interchange area is
situated in a north-south trending valley between two areas of significant topographic relief. West of The
Old Road (west of 1-5), the land rises sharly into the Santa Susanna Mountains. There is a hill in the
southeastern quadrant of the interchange and the Santa Clara River form the northern boundary of the
project study site.

The project site is located within the Transverse Ranges, at the western end of .the San Gabriel Mountains
along the Santa Clara River. The Transverse Ranges isa geomorphic province characterized by a series
of east-west trending mountain ranges.

The project sité is underlain by Quaternar alluvium and colluvium. The alluvium that underlies the
project area was derived from the Saugus Formtion and consists of silty to clayey sand, along with
localized areas of sandier material deposited by the Santa Clara River. The surrounding hills are formed
of rocks classified as the Saugus Formtion. The Saugus Formtion consists of moderately consolidated,
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interbedded sandstones, siltstones, and conglomerates. These rocks were deposited in both alluvial and
fluvial environments.

Miocene-age rocks of the Modelo Formtion underlie the Saugus Formtion at depth. The Modelo
Formtion is considered a petroleum reservoir. and is known for oil and gas resources. Several oil and
gas wells are located within a 2-mile radius of the project area. The wells are generally par of the. Honor
Rancho gas and oil field, which was developed in the late 1950s. The Honor Rancho gas and oil field has
contained as may as 50 active oil wells and is cliently being used by the Southern California Gas
Company as a natural gas storage reservoir.

The project site is located in a seismically active area. Active faults in the area include the. San Andreas
fault system, located approximately 20 miles north-northeast of the project area; the San Gabriel fault
which runs subparallel to the San Andreas fault, located approximately % mile north-northeast of the site;
and the Holser fault, an off-shoot of the San Gabriel fault located beneath the project site. The Holser
fault runs along the south side of the Santa Clara River and has been mapped as a concealed fault that is
overlain by alluvium. Trenching west of the project area has confined movement along the fault during
the Pleistocene, but no disruption of HolOCene (recent) sediments was discovered. Since the Holser fault
has not shown any recent movement, it is not considered an active fault with respect to the Alquist Priolo
special investigation criteria. The San Gabriel and San Andreas faults are classified as active.

3.3 NON-RENEW ABLE RESOURCES

Non-renewable resources, such as petroleum products to fuel and maintain constrction equipment and
sand, gravel, and concrete to construct the overpass, would be required during constrction of the
proposed project. These commodities are readily Clvailable, but are in fmite supply due to lengthy natural
processes required to create them: Non-renewable resources would not be required in the long-term
operational phase of the project.

3.4 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Tetra Tech conducted an Initial Site Assessment (ISA) in January 1999 (Tetra Tech 1999). The purpose
of the ISA was to identify current and past hazardous material and chemical use practices at and around
the project area that may have affected soil within the existing and proposed right-of-way. The ISA was
conducted in accordance with Caltrans guidelines for performng an ISA and with the scope of work set
forth by the American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard E-1528-96. One listed
hazardous waste site (Chevron service station) and three other potential hazardous waste sources were
identified (Mobil Oil Pipeline Company bulk storage termnal, lead contaminated soil along the freeway
and roadways, and asbestos building materials in buildings to be demolished).

The listed site, a Chevron service station located at the intersection of The Old Road and Magic Mountain
Parkway, is within the proposed right-of-way acquisition for all three construction alternatives. A
documented release of gasoline occurred at this site and an in situ (in place). remedial action has been
performed. The lead regulatory agency for this site is the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control
Board (LARWQCB). A leak was first discovered in 1988 when four underground storage tanks (USTs)
were removed and replaced. Soil contamination was detected from the ground surface to the first
saturated zone, which was encountered 22 feet below the surface. A forml hazdous waste
investigation was stared in early 1989 and continued into 1993. This investigation discovered vadose

(near surace) soil contamination and groundwater contamination. A remedial action (clean-up) plan was
prepared in 1993 and involved a combination of free-product recovery from the groundwater wells and
vapor extraction from the vadose zone. The vapor extraction system was installed and began operating in
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mid-1995 and was stopped in late 1996 when the LARWQCB accepted the soil remediation as complete.
Through June 1997 (the most recent record available from LARWQCB); an estimated 40 gallons of
gasoline had been removed from the groundwater.

A non-listed potential hazdous waste site was located durg the site reconnaissance adjacent to the
planned constrction area for the northbound off-ramp in all thee alternatives. This site is the Mobil Oil
Pipeline Company bulk storage termnal, located in the norteast quadrant of the intersection of the
northbound 1-5 off-ramp and Championship Way (east of 1-5 and south of Magic Mountain Parkway).
Although this site is not listed on any of the environmental databases seached, review of historical aerial
photographs revealed that this facility has been at that location since before 1928.

Although it has not been tested in this area, there is the potential for lead contamination in the soil
throughout the planned constrction zone. A roadway has existed in the approximate location of Magic
Mountain Parkway since before 1928 and The Old Road has existed since before 1952. The California
Environmental Protection Agency (Cal EPA), Deparment of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC), has
issued a variance to Caltrns for reuse of lead-contaminated soil for highway construction projects if the
soil meets the varance cnteria. The curent varance expired on June 7, 200. It is anticipated that this
varance wil be renewed with amended requirements (Caltrans 1999).

Yellow pavement markings may be present within the project area. Yellow pavement markings are
known to contain lead and chromium in concentrations that exceed hazdous thesholds established by
the California Code of Regulations (Caltrans 2000).

There are four buildings that may require demolition under one or more of the alternatives: Chevron
service station and EI Torito, Hamburger Hamlet, and Wendy's restaurants. Asbestos building matenals
are more likely to be present in older (pre-1978) buildings. The constrction dates for these buildings are
as follows: Chevron service station in 1971, EI Torito in 1986, Hamburger Hamlet in 1990, and Wendy's
in 1984. Asbestos may be potentially present in the Magic Mountain Parkway stru~ture. A review of
as-built plans cannot definitively rule out asbestos containingmatenals (ACMs) presence and potential
locations that are inaccessible until exposed durng construction activities (Caltrans 200).

3.5 HYDROLOGY, DRAINAGE, AND WATER QUALITY

Specific hydrogeologic data for the area is limited. However, the Los Angeles County Deparment of
Public Works (LACDPW) maintains records on water levels in wells thoughout Los Angeles County.

The nearest well that the LACDPW monitors is approximately 1 mile east of the project area, at the
comer of Valencia Boulevard and Cinema Drive. The depth to groundwater was 38.4 feet on October 20,
1997, the last time the water level was measured.

3.6 AIR QUALITY

The project site is located withn source receptor area (SRA) 13 as designated by the South Coast Air
Quality Management District (SCAQMD). This SRA encompasses the Santa Clarta Valley west to the
Ventura County line. In recent years SRA 13 has registered above state and federal stadards for ozone
(03) and the state standard for particulates (PM 10). Concentrations of carbon monoxide (CO) have not
been exceeded in the Santa Clarta Valley and concentrations of the thee other criteria pollutats,
nitrogen dioxide (NOi), sulfur dioxide (S02), and lead, have not been exceeded in the basin for several
years (Impact Sciences 1998). Prma mobile sources of emission in the vicinity of the project site are
from automobile and truck traffc along regional transporttion corrdors such as 1-5. No stationar
sources of emissions are located on or near the project site.
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3.7 NOISE

In order to understand the existing noise environment, a few definitions are needed. Loudness is the most
common measure of sound. The decibel (dB) is the standad unit used for measurng a one-time
occurrence of the. intensity and level of sound. Most sounds consist of a broad range of sound
frequencies. Because the human ear is not equally sensitive to all frequencies, a number of frequency
weighting schemes have been used to develop decibel scales that approximate the way the human ear
responds to noise levels. The A-weighted decibel scale (dB A) is the most widely used when adjusting
community noise.

Varing noise levels are. often described in term of the equivalent constant decibel leveL. Equivalent
sound levels (Leq) are used to develop single-value descriptions of average noise exposure over various
periods of time. Such average noise exposure ratings often include additional weighting factors for
potential annoyancé due to time of day or other considerations. The Leq data used for these average noise

exposure descriptors are generally based on A-weighted sound level measurements.

Average exposure over a 24-hour period is often presented as day-night average sound level (Ldn) or as a
community noise equivalent level (CNEL). Un values are calculated from hourly Leq values, with the
Leq values for the nighttime period (10 p:m. to 7 a.m.) increased by 10 dB to reflect the greater
disturbance potential from nighttime noises. CNEL values are very sinnlar to Ldn values but includè a 5-
dB annoyance adjustment for evening (7 p.m. to 10 p.m.) Leq values in addition to the lO-dB adjustment
for nighttime Leq values. Because CNEL and Ldn values for the same noise condition seldom differ by
more than 1 dB, they are often used interchangeably when interpreting noise level criteria and standards.

The 1-5 freeway in the Santa Clarta area generates an estimated 70 dB CNE noise level to
approximately 600 feet from the freeway centerline (City of Santa Clarta 1991).

The area surrounding the project area is zoned commercial, resort and business park. The nearest
residences (curently under constrction) wil be immediately adjacent to (e.g., within 10 feet of) the
eastern portion of the proposed project area just west of the Magic Mountain Parkway intersection with
McBean Parkway where restriping only is planned. Within the project area, several fast-food restaurants
wil be relocated.

3.8 LIGHT AND GLARE

The project site is located along 1-5. Commercial development and associated lighting is located north
and south of the I-5Nalencia interchange at Magic Mountain and McBean Parkways, respectively. Light
and glare are,curently generated at the I-5N alencia overpass by street and freeway sign lights.

3.9 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

The biological resources present within the project area, defined as the Area of Potential Effects (APE),
are described in this section. This infonnation has been derived from a biòlogical investigation, the
detailed results of which are presented in the Natural Environmental Study, I-5/Magic Mountain Parkway
Interchange and Related Improvements prepared for this project and provided under separate cover (Tetra
Tech 1999c).

The Natural Environmental Study was prepared using the results from a literature search of sensitive
biological resources in the area and a biological field survey of the area. The APE was surveyed for
biological resources on June 23, 1999. A peestrian survey was conducted for botanical and wildlife
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resources, examining the project footprint defined above, as well as an area extending 50 meters outside
Íts bóundares. Dominant plant species and vegetation types were identified, and wildlife was observed
by sight, sound, trcks, and other sign. The area was surveyed between the hours of 2:30 p.m. and 9:00
p.rn to detect diurnal and nocturnal species. Waters of the United States and potential wetlands in the

APE of the proposed project were also investigated; however, wetlands delineation was not conducted.

The available literature on natural resources in and nea the project area was consulted including
infonntion from the California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB) and the California Native Plant
Society (CNPS). The potential occurrence of other species was examned by identifying their
documented or known habitat preferences.

3.9.1 Natural COIDunities

The natural communities (habitats) found in the project area are southern cottonwood-wilow riparan
forest, Great Basin mixed scrub, valley oak woodland, and nonnative grassland, based on the List of
California Terrestrial Natural Communities Recognized by the Natural Diversity Data Base (CDFG
1997). A description of these natual communities is described below.

Southern Cotton wood- Wilow Riparn Forest

Southern cottonwood-wilow riparian forest is dominated by more than one wilow species or tree in the
canopy. Typical species include aroyo wilow, black wilow, narowleaf wilow, black cottonwoo,
Fremont cottonwood, red alder, and California sycamore. This habitat is seasonally flooded and saturated
with freshwater in floodplains with low gradient depositions along rivers and streams (Sawyer and
Keeler-Wolfe 1995). Within the project area southern cottonwood-wilow riparan forest occurs along the
Santa Clara River floodplain.

Great Basin Mixed Scrub

Big sagebrush (Artemisia tridentata) is the dominant shrb canopy for Great Basin mixed scrub. This
habitat occurs at elevations from 300 to 3,00 meters (984 to 9,843 feet) with soils that are usually well-
drained and gravelly (Sawyer and Keeler-Wolfe 1995). Isolated pockets of Great Basin Mixed Scrub are
known to occur thoughout the inner South Coast Ranges (Holland 1986). Great Basin mixed scrub
occurs in .the upland region along the slope east of 1-5 between Magic Mountain Parkway and the Santa
Clara River. Associated species observed include Californa buckwheat (Eriogonumfascículatum).

Valley Oak Woodland

Valley oak woodland is dominated by valley oaks (Quercus lobata), but may be scattered with other oak
species such as coast live oak (Quercus agrifolia) (Sawyer and Keeler-Wolfe 1995). A grassy understory
is typical of this community. Valley oak woodland occurs in valley bottoms, on gentle slopes, or in
summt valleys on alluvial or residual soiL. Within the APE, valley oak woodland occurs west of The Old
Road and south of the intersection of Magic Mountain Parkway and The Old Ròad.

Nonnative Grassland

This community is dominated by introduced annual and perennial grasses. Annual grasslands are found
on varing slopes, aspets, and substrates, and species composition also is varable. Dominant species

include bromes (Bromus spp.), wild oats (Avena spp.), and fescues (Vulpia spp.). Within the project area,
nonnative grassland occupies the upland terrace adjacent to Magic Mountain Parkway and was
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historically used as agrcultural lands. Prior to the agrcultural development the terrace may have been
occupied by Great Basin mixed scrub. Currently, the area is dominated with nonnative grasses with
scattered individuals of big sagebrush.

3.9.2 Vegetation

The area west of The Old Road south of the Santa Clara drainage consists of nonnative grassland.
Grasses, such as common wild òat (Avena fatua), ripgut brome (Bromus diandrus), perennial ryegrass
(Lolium perenne), Italian ryegrass (Lolium multiforum), and knotweed (Polygonum punctatum), are
dominant in ths area. Nonnative grassland also occurs in the landscaped areas west of The Old Road.

Within the APE, several valley oaks are scattered in the area west of The Old Road and south of Magic
Mountain Parkway with an understory of nonnative grassland.

The area east of and adjacent to 1..:5 has a unique mix of plant species. Dominant species in this area
include big sagebrush and California buckwheat with nonnative grasses listed above in the nonnative
grassland north of Magic Mountain Parkway and east of 1-5. Two coast live oak trees are located
adjacent to the Great Basin mixed scrub.

The upper portion of the unnamed tributa north of the intersection of Tourney Road and Magic

Mountai~ Parkway is disturbe Great Basin mixed scrub. The area is covered primaily with nonnative
grasses and big sagebrush provides the dominant shrb cover. Other associated plant species along the
upper drainage include black mustad (Brassica nigra), coyote brush (Baccharis pilularis), mulefat
(Baccharis salicifolia), white sweet clover (Melilotus alba), knotweed (Polygonum punctatum), and
narrow-leaf milkweed (Asclepias fascicularis). The lower portion of the trbuta consists of southern

cottonwood-wilow riparan forest. The dominant cover along this portion includes Fremont cottonwood. .
(Populus fremontii). The understory coverage includes a mix of native and nonnative plant species.
Associated native plant speCies are mulefat, yerba santa (Eriodictyon crassifolium), blue elderberr
(Sambucus mexicana), and llugwort (Artemisia douglasian). Nonnative' plants along the lower portion
of the tributary include tree tobacco (Nicotiana glauca), tumbleweed (Amaranthus albus), milk thistle
(Silybum marianum), fiaree (Erodium cicutarium), and giant reed (Arund donax).

Terrestral vegetation along Santa Clara River and its bank is quite diverse. The southern cottonwood-
wilow riparan forest adjacent to the creek consists of wilows such as narow-leaf wilow (Salix exigua)
and aroyo wilow (Salix lasiolepis). with Fremont cottonwood integrated along the upper floodplain.
Watercress (Rorippa nasturtium-aquaticum) covers portions of the bank and extends into the creek.
Other understory species are annual beard-grass (Polypogon nwnspeliensis), saltgrass (Distichlis spicata),
praire rush (Scirpus maritimus), narrow-leaved cattail (Typha angustifolia), broad-leaved cattail (Typha
latifolia), seep monkeyflower (Mimulus guttatus), celery (Apium graveolens), and evening primrose
(Oenothera elata ssp. hirsutissima). A plant list for species observed inthe project area is provided in the
Natural Environmental Study prepared for this project (Tetra Tech 1999c). Many plant species,
particularly sensitive species and anuals, can be definitely identified or observed only during their
blooming and fruiting periods in spring and summer. Therefore, the results of. the current plant surveys
conducted in June cannot be considered comprehensive. '

3.9.3 Wildlife

Coyote (Canis latrans), a cooper's hawk (Accipiter cooperii), and several reptile species, including the
side-blotched lizad (Uta stansburiana), were observed in the tributares of the Santa Clar River, located
nort of Magic Mountain Parkway. Fish, tadpoles, and many bird species, including the black phoebe
(Sayomis nigricans), common yellow throat (Geothlypis trichas), bushtit (Psaltriparus minimus), house
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finch (Carpodacus mexicanus), Nuttall's woopeker (Picoids nuttallii), western bluebird (Sialia
mexicana), and western kingbird (Tyrannus verticalis) were also observed in the Santa Clara River and
adjacent habitat. Nortern rough-winged swallows (Stelgidopteryx serripennis) were nesting in cable
holes under the 1-5 bridge and two abandoned raptor nests were located under The Old Road bridge. A
list of the wildlife species observed in the APE of the proposed project is provided in the Natural
Environmental Study prepared for this project (Tetra Tech 1999c).

3.9.4 Importnt Biological Resources in the Project Area

Important biological resources include resources that are protected under federal or state laws or local
policies and are, therefore, considered sensitive by varous resource agencies. Importnt biological
resources in the proposed project area include the following:

· Significant ecological areas;

· Special-status botanical resources;

. Special-status wildlife resources; and

. Waters ofthe United States and wetlands.

Each of these important biological resources is discussed in more detail below.

S~nijcant Ecowgkal Are~

The County of Los Angeles through the General Plan established 61 Significant Ecological Areas (SEAs)
which represent a wide varety of biological communities within the County. The SEAs function to
preserve this variety and to provide a level of protection to the resources within them. The General Plan
outlines a process to regulate land uses in these areas and creates an advisory commttee of scientists
appointed to oversee the regulation of these policies. The General Plan allows development withn SEAs
as long as the development is "highly compatible" with the natural resources being protected.

The Santa Clara River, or SEA 23, occurs withi the APE of the proposed project. The assemblage of
vegetation present in this SEA, described as a broad wash association, is unlike that found in steeper
mountain canyons and is rare in the Los Angeles basin. It is the only major river drainage from the San
Gabriel Mountains that remains mostly unchannelized. This area was designated as an SEA primaly to
protect suitable habitat for the unarored theespine stickleback, a federal and state listed endangered

species. Thé SEA boundar corresponds to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) 100-
year floodplain boundary and is included to preserve the aquatic and riparian habitat present along the

. Santa Clara River (Impact Sciences 1997).

The Valley Oak Wooland SEA, or SEA 64, covers approximately 400 acres. and is located west of 1-5
and south of the Valencca Boulevard interchange, 1 mile southwest of the APE. Therefore, the APE is not
located in or near this SEA.

Sensitve Natural Communites and Criical HabiJat

Two sensitive natural communities occur. in the APE of the proposed project and include southern
cottonwood-wilow riparan forest and valley oak woodland.
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Southern cottonwoo wilow riparian forest is listed by the Californa Deparent of Fish and Gae
(CDPG) as S3.2. Habitats listed as S3.2 are considered threatened with an estimated area of 10,00 to
50,000 acres in California. Southern cottonwood-wilow riparan forest occurs along the Santa Clara
River floodplain within the APE north of Magic Mountain Parkway.

Valley oak woodland is listed by CDFG as S 1.2. Habitats listed as S 1.2 are considered threatened with an
estimated area of less thn 2,00 acres in California. Within the APE, valley oak wooland occurs west
of The Old Road and south of the intersection of Magic Mountain Parkway and The Old Road.

On Februar 16, 1999, the National Marne Fisheries Service (NMS) issued a final rule to designate
critical habitat for southern steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss; listed as federally endangered (FED in the
Santa Clara River and other southern California creeks (65 Federal Register 7764). Critical habitat for
southern steelhead is designated to include all river reaches from the Santa Mara River to Malibu Creek,
California. Within the Santa Clara River, southern steelhead have not ben observed east of the Sespe
River confluence (Caron 200). Excluded are areas above specific dam or above longstanding, natürally
impassable barers (Le.; natural waterfalls in existence for at least several hundred year). The reaches of
Santa Clara River within Los Angeles County, Santa Barbara County, and Ventur County are designated
critical habitat effective on March 17,200, for the southern steel head (65 Federal Register 7764).

Special-StaJus Botanical Resources

Special-status plant species include species that are federally listed or proposed listed as endangered or
threatened, state listed as endangered, threatened, or rare, a state candidate for listing as endangered or
threatened, a federal species of concern, or a species that occurs on a California Native Plant Society's
list. The following special-status plant species potentially occur in the APE of the proposed project:
Nevin's barberr (Berberis nevinii) (federal endangered (FE), state endangered (E), California Native
Plant Society List lB (CNPS List lB)), short-jointed beavertl (Opuntia basilaris var. brachyclad)
(federal species of concern (FSC), CNPS List IB), slender maposa liy (Calochortsclavatus var.

gracilis) (FSC, CNPS List lB), Palmer's grapplinghook (Harpagonella palmeri) (FSC, CNPS List 2), and
Pierson's morning-glory (Calystegia peirsonii) (FSC, CNPS List 4). Species accounts are provided for
eàch of these species in the Natural Environmental Study prepared for this project (Tetra Tech 1999c).
Although suitable habitat for these species occurs within the APE, none of these special-status plant
species were observed within the APE of the proposed project. Oak trees that are protected under local
oak tree ordinances and are also considered a special-status botanical resource.

Specia-StaJus Willife Resources

Wildlife species that are listed as threatened or endangered; proposed for listing as endangered or
threatened; or candidate species for listing by federal and/or state resource agencies have special-"status
and are considered "sensitive." In addition, wildlife considered federal species of concern, or California
species of special concern, protected species, or fully protected species, also have special .status and are
considered "sensitive." Designated or proposed critical habitat for wildlife .species as. defined by the
federal Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended is also considered a "sensitive" wildlife resource.

Twenty-six special-status species have either been observed or potentially occur in the APE of the
proposed project. The federal and state endangered unarored threespine stickleback (Gasterosteus
aculeatus wiliamsoni) and least Bell:s vireo (Vireo belli pusilus) and the Cooper's hawk (Accipiter
cooperii) (Californa species of special concern (CSC)) are the special-status species that have been
observed in the APE of the proposed project. The southwestern wilow flycatcher (Empidonax trailii
exximus) is another federal and state endangered species that may occur in the APE of the proposed
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project. Other non-listed speial-status species that potentially occur in the APE include the aroyo chub
(Gila orcutti) (FSC, CSC), San Diego homed lizad (Phrynosoma coronatum blainvilei) (FSC, CSC,
Californa Deparment of Fish and Gae Protected species (PJ), southwestern pond turle (Clemmys
mannorata pallida) (FSC, CSC, P), and several bat species. Species accounts are provided for all twenty-
six species in the Natural Environmental Study prepared for this project (Tetra Tech 1999c) and species
accounts for the federal and state-listed species are sumzed below.

The unarored threespine.stickleback is federally and state listed as endangered. Tms fish requires slow
water flow with low turbidity and aquatic vegetation for cover and nest material (Page and Burr 1991).
Nests are made by excavating shallow pits in the substrate and covering them with plant material and
pebbles. Reproduction may occur throughout the year, but is highest from May through September. The
stickleback is sensitive to excessive sedimentation and the loss of habitat though changes in water flow,
water leveL, and the growt of emergent plants. The unarored threespine stickleback has been observed
in the Santa Clara River from approximately 3 miles east of Pir upstream to just east of the 1-5 bridge
(CDFG 1999a). The species is also known to occur east of the 1-5 bridge along the Santa Clara River and
up into two of its trbutaes. Observations have been noted along San Francisquito Canyon which enters

the Santa Clara River approximately 3,500 feet northeast and upstream of the proposed project area and in
Soledad Canyon located approximately 3.4 miles east of 1-5 (Baskin 1999). The largest remaining
populations of this species occur in the Santa Clara River (City of Santa Clarita 1997). This species has
historically occurred and may presently occur in the APE of the proposed project.

The least Bell's vireo is listed as endangered by the federal and state government. This species arves in
southern California from mid-March to early April and leaves for its wintering ground in southern Baja
California in August (USFWS 1994; Zeiner et al. 1990a). Typical habitat for this species includes wilow
dominated riparan habitats with a lush understory. Least Bell's vireos forage primaly in wilows.
However, where habitat is narow, they wil forage in uplands at the edge of riparian habitat. Three to
four individual least Bell's vireos were observed in 1988 along Castaic Creek approximately 1 mile
northwest of the project area (CDFG 1999a). The eastern end of the APE is directly adjacent to federally
designated critical habitat for this species and the species is well documented in this area (Caron and
Greaves 1999). Although this species was not observed and nests were not found in the APE of the
proposed project, least Bell's vireos potentially breed in this area.

The southwestern wilow flycatcher (flycatcher) is listed as endangered by the federal and state
government. The flycatcher breeds only in riparan wetland thickets, usually along major rivers or
drainages of southern California, Arzona, Utah, Nevada, New Mexico, and Texas. The largest remaining
population in southern California is at the Kern River Preserve, an area that also approximately defines
the nortern boundar of its range witlün California. Another important population Occurs in Santa

Barbara County within the riparan habitat along the Santa Ynez River. This species breeds witmn
thickets of wilows or other riparan understory, usually along streams, ponds or lakes, or in canyon or

drainage bottoms. Migrant wilow flycatchers may pass though areas of suitable riparan vegetation, and
may not be the southwestern subspecies. Although this species has not been observed, suitable habitat
exists for the species within the APE of the proposed project.

Waters of the United States and Wetlands

The ACOE is responsible for determning jurisdictional boundares of waters of the United States for
regulatory and permtting purposes under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. The jursdictional limit of
waters ofthe United States is identified by the extent of the ordinar high water mak. Evidence of high
water maks, some greater than 10 feet, were observed in one unnamed ephemeral drainage north of
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Tourey Road. This drainage extends though approximately 0.1 acre of the project area and connects to
the Santa Clara River.

The ACOE is also responsible for determning jursdictional wetlands for regulatory and permtting
purposeS under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. For delineating wetlands, the ACOE has developed
a field method. using a "three parameter test" that considers hydrophytic vegetation, wetland hydrology,
and hydric soils. Under the ACOE definition, an area is considered a wetland only if indicators of all
three parameters are present, except for wetland typs designated as "problem areas" or conditions
considered to be significantly disturbed or "atypical." The ACOE has determned that the Santa Clara
River is a jursdictional wetland from bank to bank. Although it is nearby, the Santa Clara River is not in
the project area. No potential wetlands were observed in the project area.

3.10 LAND USE PLANNNG

In the project area, land uses designated within the city limits of the City of Santa Clarita, and within the
City's planning boundar, according to the City General Plan (City of Santa Clarta 1991) include the
following: COIDunity Commercial and Visitor Servinglesort to the southwest of the interchange;
Visitor Servinglesort and Business Park to the southeast of the interchange; and Business Park and

Visitor Servinglesort to the nort of the interchange. In general, the entire project area is eventually
slated for development.

3.11 POPULATION AND SOCIOECONOMICS

The closest population centers to the interchange are located in the City of Santa Clarta and the

surrounding unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County, however, no residences are located within 1/4
mile of the overpass. As discussed in Section 3.10, the project area is planned for major development and
is therefore growing economically.

3.12 PUBLIC SERVICES AND UTILITIES

Several utilty lines are located in the project area, including two high pressure gas mains, six oil lines, a
sewer main, a sewer force main, a water main, and typical cable television and telephone underground
conduit.

3.13 TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORTATION

The intersections of the 1-5 northbound and southbound ramps with Magic Mountain Parkway are
curently operating at LOS E or better. Future projects in the area may place additional traffc demand on
Magic Mountain Parkway imd the freeway ramps. The capacity at the ramps and other nearby
intersections may detenorate to LOS F by 2020 without the interchange improvements.

Circulation between the east and west side of the freeway is confined to interchanges approximately 1

mile apar. The Valencia Boulevard interchange to the south provides an ov"ecrossing and is currently
being improved by widening Valencia Boulevard, replacing the overcrossing, and modifying the ramp
configurations. This interchange would be completed prior to the Magic Mountain Parkway interchange
project and would likely be used as par of the traffc re-routing that would be needed to accommodate
constrction. To the north is the Henr Mayo Drive interchange, which provides access to SR-126 to the

west.
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3.14 CULTURL RESOURCES

To identify historic properties and other cultural resources withn the project area, a record search and
field survey were conducted. The record search conducted with the South Central Coastal Informtion
Center at the University of California, Los Angeles on April 17, 1998, identified all previous surveys

conducted within a 0.5-mile radius of the project area, and all prehistoric and historic sites over 45 years
old location within 0.5 mile. In addition, propertes listed on the National Register of Historic Places

(NR), the California Register of Histoncal Resources (CRH), and the Californa Historic Properties
Directory (Inventory of Historic Propertes), as well as National Historic Landmaks, California Historical
Landmaks, and California Points of HHstoncal Interest were checked. These sources were re-checked in
Februar 200. Field surey of the project area was conducted on July 9,1999.

The results of the record search indicate that four previous surveys have included par of the project area
(Davis 1990; Hawthorne 1981; Peak and Associates 1992; Scientific Resource Surveys, Inc. 1989).
These surveys have covered approximately 79 percent of the total project area. The surveys were all
conducted between 1981 and 1992. One additional survey has ben conducted just outside of and west of
the project area (Sikand Engineering Associates 1978).

The record search results identified only one known resource within 0.5 mile ofthe project area. Site CA-
LAN-2190H is a historic Southern Pacific Railroad bridge, which was originally constrcted in 1898 with
some modifications in the 1920s following the flood of 1928 (Valentine-Maki 1993). The bridge is
located approximately 175 meters (575 feet) north of the project area.

Based on the record search results, it was determned that approximately 21 percent of the area of
potential. effects (APE) had not been previously sureyed for cultural resources. Although 79 percent of
the area has been surveyed, all of the sureys are older than 5 years and two of the four are older than 10
years. According to standards established by the Californa State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO),
any survey more than 5 years old is considered out of date and should be resureyed or at least rechecked
through reconnaissance-level survey. Following these guidelines, a field surey of the entire project area
was conducted in July 1999.

The field survey did not identify any prehistoric or historic archaeological sites within the APE for the
proposed project. However, 12 buildings/strcturesare located within the APE. All of these were built
between the 1960s and the 1990s and are used for commercial and infrastructure purposes, including five
restaurants, two innslhotels, one gasoline station, one oil facilty, one gift shop and two bridges. None of
these properties have been listed in the NR, CRH, or have been given forml local designations of.
historical significance. All of these properties were found to qualify for treatment under the December
20, 1989 "Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) Regarding Evaluation of Post-1945 Buildings, Moved
Pre-1945 Buildings, and Altered Pre-1945 Buildings," as update in the "Interim Post-1945 MOU
Guidelines," of July 7, 1997. They do not appear to be eligible for inclusion in the.NR because they
are less than 50 years old. Furhennore, none of the properties appear to be significant for puroses of
CEQA.

One modified bndge of historic-period age was recorded along The Old Road over the Santa Clara River.
Because this bridge is located directly adjacent to and north of the APE, the bridge was recorded as
Temporar Site No. T -01. The bridge is describe in detail and appropriate State of California,
Department of Parks and Recreation form are provided in the cultural resources inventory report
(Chandler et aI. 200). The bridge appears to have been constructed in 1930 with alterations dating to the
1960s and 1970s. .
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A Negative Historic Property Surey Report, a Historic Architecture Surey Report MOD Short Form
and a Negative Archaeological Survey Report are provided in Appendix B.

3.15 VISUAL RESOURCES

The Santa Clara River is located. just nort of the proposed project area and is designated as a Los
Angeles County SEA. Another SEA is located approximately 1 mile southwest of the interchange. Refer
to Section 3.9.4 for a more detaled explanation of the SEAs.
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4.0 ENVIRONMNTAL EV ALVA TION

4.1 ENVIRONMENTAL EV ALUA TION OF THE PROJECT

Table 4-1 presents the checklist that was used to identify physical, biological, social, and economic
factors that might be affected by one or more of the proposed project alternatives. . In many cases,
available background iIifonnatiön clearly indicates that the project would not affect a parcular resource
and, therefore, no environmental impacts are expected. A "no" answer in the first column documents this
determnation. If the answer is "yes" in the first column, then either it is known that there would be a
significant environmental impact or there is not enough informtion to state that there would be no
impact. The question of whether the potential impacts would be significant is answered in the second
column (indicated by either a "yes" or a "unknown" answer). For aU items, an explanation of the answers
follows the table in Sections 4.1 through 4.16. Although no significant unavoidable impacts are expected
as a result of project constrction and operation, some environmental impacts would occur. However,
most mitigation measures would already be included as par of the project that would reduce impacts to a
level that is not significant. Section 4.17 provides a summ of these mitigations.

4.2 TOPOGRAPHY, GEOLOGY, AND SOILS (CHECKLIST ITEMS 1,2,3,4,5)

4.2.1 Impacts

Given the hilly terrain near the existing I-5lMagic Mountain Parkway interchange and the nature of the
proposed improvements, all alternatives would require substantial grading. Alternative 1 would require
the excavation of approximately 224,450 cubic yards (cy) of soil; Alternative 2 would require the
excavation of approximately 128,270 cy of soil; and Alternative 3 would require the excavation of
approximately 207,190 cy of soiL. However, no unique geologic or physical features would be destroyed.

The project site is far enough from the San Gabriel and San Andreas faults that it is outside the special
study zone that would require additional seismic investigation. Reconfiguration of the existing
interchange and other related improvements would not create unstable earh suraces or increase exposure
of people or property to geologic or seismic hazards because the new interchange would be required to
meet current engineering stadards for seismic safety.

The project site's proximity to the Santa Clara River indicates that the site is in (or very close to) an area
susceptible to liquefaction (City of Santa Clarta 1991). However, reconfiguration of the existing
interchange and related improvements would not create unstable earh suuaces or increase exposure of
people or property to geologic or seismic hazards because the new interchange and improvements would
be required to meet engineering stadards for seismic safety.

Each of the project alternatives would involve reconstrction of the interchange and realignment of Magic
Mountain Parkway. Soil erosion would potentially occur durng constrction. Exposure of soils in
cleared areas increases erosion potentiaL. This would potentially be significant given the proximity of the
Santa Clara River. Erosion control is proposed as par of the project.

4.2.2 Mitigation

Potential for erosion due to wind would be minimized by adherence to South Coast Ai Quality
Management Distrct (SCAQMD) Rule 403 (Fugitive Dust) and other SCAQMD requirements to reduce
dust at the construction site. Erosion due to water would be minimized by limiting constrction during
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Table 4-1

Environmental Signicance. Checklt

IF YE,
YES IS IT
or SIGNIICANT?

NO YE or NO
PHYSICAL. Wil the proposal (either directly or indiectly):

i. Appreciably chage the topogrphy or ground surace relief featues?
yes no

2. Destroy, cover, or modfy any unque geologicaL, paleontological, or physical featu?
yes no

3. Result in the loss of availability of a known miera resource or loclly import miera resource
revery site; tht would be of value to the region and the residents of the state?

no
4. Result in unstable ea suraces or increae the exposure of peple or propert to geological or

seisDÚc haza?
yes no

5. Result in or be affected by soil erosion or siltation (whether by water or wind)?
yes no

6. Result in the increased use of fuel or energy in lage amounts or in lage amounts or in a wasteful
maer?

no
7. Result in an increae in the rate of use of any resource?

yes no
8. Result in the substantial depletion of any nonenewable natul resource?

no
9. Violate any publihed Federal, State, or local standads pertning to hazadous waste, solid waste

or littr control?
no

10. Modfy the channel of a river or strea or the be of the ocea or any bay, inlet or lae? no
I i. Encroach upon a flooplan or result in or be affected by floowaters or tidal waves?

yes no
12. Adversely affect the quatity or quality of surace water, grundwater, or public water supply?

yes no
13. Result in the use of wate in lage amounts or in a wasteful manner?

no
14. Affect wetlands or riparan vegetation?

yes no
15. Violate or be inconsistent with Federal, State. or local water quality stldads?

no
16. Result in chages in air movement, moisture. or temperature. or any climatic conditions?

no
17. Result in an increae in air pollutat emissions. adverse effects on or deterioration of ambient air

qualiiy?
yes no

18. Result in the creation of objectionale odors?
no

19. Violate or be inconsistent with Feeral, Stale. or locl air stadads or control plan?
yes no

20. Result in an increase in noise levels or vibration for adjoinng aras?
yes no21. Result in any Feeral, State, or local noise crteria being equal or exceeded?
yes no22. Produce new light, glae, or shadows?

. yes no

BIOLOGICAL. Wil the proposal reult in (either direcy or indirectly):

23. Chages in the diversity of species or number of any species of plats (including trees, shrbs,
grs. incroflora. and aquatic plants?) yes no24. Reduction of the numbers of or encroachment upon the critical habitat of any unique, rae or
endagered species of plats?

yes no25. Introduction of new species of plats into an area, or result in a barer to the norml replenishment
of existing species?

no
26. Reduction in acreage of any agrculturl crop or commercial timber stad, or affect prime, unique,

or other famd of State or local imponance?
no

27. Removal or deterioration of existing fish or wildlife habitat?
yes no28. Change in the diversity of speies, or number of any species of anls (birds,

lad animals
including reptiles, fish and shellsh, benthc organsms, inects or 

microfauna)? yes no29. Reduction of the numbers of or encroachment upon the critical habitat of any unique, rae or
endagered species of animals?

yes no30. Conflct with any applicable habitat conservation plan, natul community conservation pla or
other approved local, regional, or state habitat pla?

no
3 i. Introduction of new species of anmals into an area. or result in a barer to the mmgrtion or

movement of animals?
. no

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC. Wil the proposal (ditly or indirectly):

32. Cause disruption of orderly plaed development?
no

33. Be inconsistent with any elements of adopte communty plans, policies,.or goals?
no

Table 4- I. Page I of 2
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Table 4-1 (contiued)

Environmental Signicance Checklt

IF YES,
YES IS IT 

or SIGNICANT
NO YES or NO

34. Be inconsistent with a Cotal ZDne Mangement PIà? no
35. Afect the loction, distrbution, density, or growt rate of the huma population of an ar? no
36. Afect life-styles, or neighborhoo chacter or stabilty? no
37. Afect minority, elderly, handicapped, trsit-dependent, or other specific interet group? no
38. Divide or disrupt an established communty? no
39. Affect existing housing, requi the acquisition of reidential improvements or the diplament 9f

people or create a demad for additiona housing? no
40. Affect employment, industr or commerce, or require the displacement of business or fan? yes no
41. Afect propert values or the locl ta bae? no
42. Affect any communty facilities (including medcal, education, scientific, receationa, or religious

institutions, ceremonial site or sacred shres)? no
43. Affect public utilities, or police, fire, emergency or other public servces? no
44. Have substatial impact on existing trsporttion systems or alter present patt of circulation or

movement of people and/or goo? yes no
45. Generate additional trffc? no
46. Affect or be affected by existing parking facilities or result in demad of new parking? yes no
47. Expose people or strctures to a significat risk of loss, injur, or death involving wilc;d fires,

including where wildlads are adjacet to wbanze area or where residences are interxed with
wildlands? no

48. Involve a substatil risk of an explosion or the releae of hadous substaces in the event of an
accident or otherwise adversely affect overll public safety? no

49. Result in alterations to waterboe, rail or air trffc? no
50. Support lage commercial or reidential development? yes no
51. Affect a significat archaeological or historical site, strctue, object, or building? no
52. Affect wild or scenic rivers or natuladmaks? no
53. Affect any scenic resources or result in the obstrction of any scenic vista or view open to the

public, or creation of an aesthetically offensive site open to public view? no
54. Result in substatial impacts associate with constrction activities (e.g., noise, dust, tempor

drge, trffc detou and tempora access, etc.)? yes no
55. Result in the use of any publicly-owned land from a park, recreation area. or wildlife and watenowl

refuge? no

MANDA TORY FININGS OF SIGNIICANCE I

I YES or NO
56. Does the project have the potential to substantially degrde the quality of the environment, substatilly reduce

the habitat of a fish or wildlfe species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels,

theaten to elimite a plat or animal community, reuce the number of, resttcf the rage of a rae or endangered

plat or animl or eliminate importt examples of the major period of Californa history or prehistory? no
57. Dos the project have the potential to achieve short-tenn, to the disadvantage of long-tenn. environmental goals?

(A short-tenn impact on the environment is one which occur in a relatively brief, definitive period of tie while
long-tenn impacts endure well into the futue.) no

58. Do the project have environmenta effects which are individuay limite, but cumulatively considerable?
Cumulatively considerable mea tht the incremental effects of an individual project ar considerable when
viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effect of other cwrnt projects, and the effects of
probable futue projects? It includes the effects of other projects which intect with ths project and, together, ar

considerable. no
59. Dos the project have environmental effects, which will cause substantial advere effects on human beings, either

diectly or indirectly? no

Table 4- i, Page 2 of 2
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the rainy season (October to April) and by contaiing constrction ruoff on the worksite. These

measures would ensure that impacts would be mitigated to a level that is not significant. Refer to Section
4.4 for fuer discussion of erosion and its effects on water quality.

4.3 USE OF NON-RENEW ABLE RESOURCES (CHECKLIST ITEMS 6, 7, 8)

Project constrction would use some petroleum products, including diesel fueL. The amount of fuel
consumed would not be excessive or wasteful, paricularly since the interchange improvement would
improve traffc flow, thereby reducing overall fuel consumption. There would be some consumption of
other resources, including non-renewable resources, such as asphalt, sand and gravel, wood, and metals
used for constrction. However, the amount used would not be substatial, given the limited scale of the
project. Therefore, the amount of non-renewable resources to be used would not be significant.

4.4.1 Impacts
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4.4 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS (CHECKLIST ITEM 9)

Four potential hazrdous waste sources have been identified in the project area, including a Chevron
service station, a Mobil Oil Pipeline Company bulk storage termnal, potential lead contanated soil
along the freeway and roadways, and potential asbestos building materials in the Magic Mountain
Parkway strcture and buildings to be demolished (see Section 3.4 for details on these sources). Due to
the existence of the Chevron service station and Mobil Oil Pipeline Company bulk storage termnal in the
project area, the potential exists for petroleum hydrocarbon contaation.

Lead-contaminated soil may be located in the project area. Removal of any yellow pavement makings
may produce debris that contains lead chromium that exceeds hazdous thesholds and may produce
toxic fumes when heated.

(

Asbestos may be potentially present in buildings that would be demolished during the proposed project.
Modification of the Magic Mountain Parkway structure presents potential exposure to ACMs. Potential
ACM locations are inaccessible until exposed during constrction activities.

The proposed project would potentially disturb the hazdous materials sources in the project ara,
thereby resulting in fuher release and hazard to workers and/or the surounding environment.

Thoroughly investigating these sources and penormng remediation where necessar would reduce ths
impact to a less than significant leveL.

;:
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4.4.2 Mitigation

Pror to right-of-way acquisition and constrction, soil and groundwater testing wil be penormed to
determne if residual gasoline contamination from the Chevron service station remains within the planed
constrction zone. In addition, Alternative 3 wil require relocating the monitoring aid extraction wells
currently in place at the service station. .

Pror to right-of-way acquisition and constrction in the vicinity of the Mobil Oil Pipeline Company bulk
storage termnal, soil and groundwater testing wil be penormed to determne if petroleum hydrocarbon
compounds exist withi the planned constrction zone.

An assessment including testing of soil and groundwater throughout the planned constrction area wil be
made for the possible presence of lead. If aerially deposited lead-contaminated soil is used for the

Page 4-4 Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment
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proposed project, the DTSC varance wil be adhered to and Caltrans guidelines developed for use with
the DTSC varance wil be followed within Caltrans' right of way. Removed. yellow thermoplastic,
yellow paint, and any lead impacted soil not covered by the DTSC varance wil be deposited at a Class I
disposal facility.

Soil and groundwater testing should be pedonned early in the Planned Specifications and Engineering
(PS&E) phase. All testing and reports must conform to Caltrans requirements. All right-of-way
acquisitions, including gifts of property, must conform to Caltras requirements (Caltrans 2(0).

Any buildings to be demolished wil be assessed for the possible presence of asbestos containing building
materials prior to acquisition. A SCAQMD permt for asbestos may be required for potential exposure to
ACMs in the Magic Mountain Parkway strcture and buildings to be demolished.

4.5 HYDROLOGY, DRAINAGE, AND WATER QUALITY (CHECKLIST ITEMS 10,
11, 12, 13, 14,15)

4.5.1 Impacts

Given the nature of the project, the distance to the nearest wells, and the depth to groundwater, the project
would not adversely affect groundwater or a public water supply.

No oceans, bays, inlets, or lakes are in the project vicinity, nor is the project area subject to inundation by
flooding or tidal waves. The project is located near, but outside the Santa Clara River and the project
would not affect any wetlands or riparian vegetation except within one unnamed ephemeral trbuta
where several Fremont cottonwood trees would be removed

The reconstruction of the interchange and related improvements would involve soil disturbances.
Exposure of soils in cleared areas would increase erosion potentiaL. Short-term degradation of water
quality would result from increased sedimentation during constrction in the project vicinity. During the

rainy season (October to April), the exposed sediments would potentially be transported off site,
increasing sediment concentrations in the vicinity of constrction. Construction impacts would be
temporary and would decline as cleared areas became revegetated. Nevertheless, Caltrans requires strct
adherence to water quality criteria, as well as Best Management Practices (BMPs) described by the
RWQCB, Los Angeles Region.

4.5.2 . Mitigation

Prior to constrction, a Notice of Intent (NOI) wil be submitted to the State Water Resources Control
Board for coverage under the National Pollutant Discharge System (NPDES) Statewide General Permt
No. CASOOI. Under the General Permt a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) wil be
prepared.

Depending on site conditions, BMPs as described in the SWPPP would potentially include
retentionldesilting basins, silt fencing, weed free hay bales, and/or drainage diversion strcturs. In
general, erosion due to water would be minimized by limiting constrction durng the rainy season and by
containing construction runoff on the worksite. Additional measures are provided in Section 4.8,
Biological Resources. These measures would ensure that erosion and water quality impacts would be
mitigated to a level that is not significant.
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Water would be needed for dust control and cleanup durng the dry season. However, the project would
not require large or wasteful amounts of water.

4.6 AIR QUALITY (CHECKLIST ITEMS 16, 17, 18, 19)

4.6.1 Impacts

Reconstrction of the interchange has no significant potential to alter air movement, moisture,
temperature, or climate. No unusual or objectionable odors would be created as a result of this project.

In general, the U.S. Environmenta Protection Agency (EPA) exempts interchange configurations from
regional air quality analyses. However, projects (such as this one) that are located in CO and PMIo
nonattainment areas are required to have a determnation for localized air quality impacts (Caltrans 1998).
Potential constrction and operational impacts are discussed below.

Potentia Constructin Effects. In general, constrction activity for the I-5/Magic Mountain Parkway

interchange and related improvements would result in the disturbance of land within a 78-acre work area
under all action alternatives. Eahmoving operations, such as grading and clearg, would result in a
short-tenn and temporar increase in fugitive dust, including inhalable PM~o. Operation of heavy
constrction equipment, generators, and power tools would result in ashort-tenn and temporar release of
additional airborne pollutants. These estimated air emissions are shown in Table 4-2 (detailed
assumptions are provided in Appendix A). The emissions estimtes are conservative in term of types
and number of equipnnent used and days of construction. In addition, emissions estimates assume a 55
percent reduction in emissions from implementing dust control strategies, such as those contained within

the SCAQMD Rule 403, Fugitive Dust.

Table 4-2

Summary of Construction Emisions

Phase I constrction emissions

Phase II constrction emissions

Phase II construction emissions

Note: Constrction Assumptions:

ROG
1.4

1.7

0.9

Emissions (toIIyear)

NOx PMio CO
23.5 21.8 10.9
27.3 50.5 12.6
13.2 13.9 6.3

SOx
2.3

2.7

1.3

Phase I
Site acreage to be distud:
Silt/clay fraction of soils: 30%
Dust control effectiveness: 55%
Tota constrction days: 250 days

Phase n
Site acreage to be distued:
Silt/clay fraction of soils: 30%
Dust control effectiveness: 55%
Tota constrction days: 300 days

Phase II

Site acreage to be distued:
Siltclay fraction of soils: 30%
Dust control effectiveness: 55%
Total constrction days: 120 days

The SCAQMD identifies quaerly screening thresholds for potentially signficant air quality impacts for
certin types of land uses and activities. The theshold for grading is 177 acres. This project is well
below that acreage but emissions estimates show that the project emissions exceed SCAQMD quarerly
thresholds for NOx (all phases) and PMIo (Phase Ilonly). Emissions estimates may be reduced by
refining the assumptions, including those for the construction schedule and equipment usage.
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Realignent of the interchange and other improvements would potentially result in traffc delays durg
buildout of the alternatives. Traffc congestion would potentially increase at existing intersections and
highway segments or at new locations if traffc is rerouted during constrction. This would result in
localized carbon monoxide concentrations in excess of current conditions durng periods of sustained
idUng. Any potential increases would be short-term and would potentially be minimized to some extent
by scheduling road closures such that they do not correspond to peak traffc periods. The constrction.

area is within a commercially zoned area without frequent peestran use, so no sensitive receptors would
be affected. Traffc routed though residential areas would potentially affect new sensitive receptors if
major congestion occured for a sustained period of time.

PotelÚial Operatonal Effects. Implementation of the build alternatives would not cause or cQntrbute to
new violations of federal air quality standards, including ozone and localized carbon monoxide and PMIo
concentrations. The build alternatives would not result in an increase in traffc volumes; rather, they
would reduce existing and future traffc congestion in the project area. As discussed in Section 4.12,
Traffc and Transportation, the build alternatives would result in an improvement in the LOS from F to C
and D or better for all intersections. This improved LOS would result in a decrease in vehicular idling
time, which in turn would result in a decrease in localized carbon monoxide and PMio emissions.

Benefits realized from the build altematives include improvements to local and regional air quaity from
the improvements in traffc flow in the area. Under the No-Build Alternative (Alternative 1), traffc
improvements. would not be implemented, and the capacity of the interchages, and subsequently the
local air quality, would be degraded.

4.6.2 Project Conformance Determnation

The Federal Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 require that, for a project to be in conformce, it has to
be identified in the adopted plans and programs for the region. This includes the Air Quality

Management Plan (AQMP) prepared and updated by the SCAQMD; and the RTIP and the Federal
Transporttion Improvement Program (FFIP) prepared and updated by the SCAG, and the LACMT A
CMP/ CIP. The Interstate 5/Magic Mountain Parkway interchange and relate improvements project is
included in the FFIP Amendment #98-05. The amendment was submitted to FH A for approval on July
9, 1999 and approved on July 23, 1999. FH A found that projects included in the amendment are in
conformty in accordance with Sections 174 and 176 (c) and (d) of the Cièan Air Act. In addition, the
amendment has been coordinated with EPA and approved for inclusion into the California's 1998/99 to
2000/04 Federal Statewide Transporttion Improvement Program (FSTIP). Therefore, the proposed
project is in conformnce and thereby exempts from further conformty analysis.

4.6.3 Mitigation

Standard mmttgation measures to reduce PMIo emissions to avoid potentially significant air quality
impacts, including the effect of residual impacts, are described below.

. Dust control strategies wil follow the SCAQMD Rule 403, Fugitive Dust, and 403.1,

Wind Entrainment of Fugitive Dust. They include use of water trcks or sprinker

systems to keep all areas of disturbed sunace, vehicle movement, and open storage piles,
damp enough to prevent dust from leaving the site.

. Vehicle speed on the disturbed area would be no more that 15 miles per hour.

. Any imported, exported, and stockpiled fill material would be covered. All trcks

transporting material would be tared from the point of origin.

Final Initial Study/Environmental ~ssessment
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. Constrction equipment wil be well maintaed.

4.7 NOISE (CHECKLIST ITEMS 20, 21)

The Trafc Noise Anaysis Protocol (Caltrans 1998) contains Caltrans noise policies, which fulfill the
highway noise analysis and. abatement/mitigation requirements stemmng from the following State and
Federal environmental statutes, as well as CEQA and NEPA:

· Title 23, United States Code of Regulations, Par 772, Procedures for Abatement of

Highway Traffc Noise and Construction Noise (23 CP 772); and

· Section 216 et seq. of the California Streets and Highways Code.

Any physical alteration of an existing highway which significantly changes either the horizontal or
vertical alignment, or increases the number of though-traffc lanes must adhere to this Traffc Noise
Analysis Protocol (Potocol). The proposed project, therefore, must adhere to ths Protocol. Because the
Protocol satisfies the requirements of 23 CFR 772, the Protocol also satisfies .the noise analysis and
abatement/mitigation requirements of FH A outlined in Highway Traffc Noise Analysis and Abatement
Policy and Guidance (FH A 1995).

The Protocol is designed to evaluate the potential traffic and constrction-generated noise impacts, and to
determne reasonable and feasible noise abatement/mitigation for the proposed project. According to the
Protocol, the proposed project must first be analyzed using a screening procedure (Caltrans 1998). If the
proposed project passes the screening procedure, a detailed noise analysis is not required. If the proposed
project does not pass the. screening procedure, a detaled noise analysis is required including a traffic
noise impact analysis and preliminar noise abatement design.

4.7.1 Impacts
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The proposed project would be subject to the City of Santa Clarta Noise Ordinance. This ordinance
includes noise thresholds and measures to ensure that requirements of the ordinance is met. To ensure the
project is in compliance with the Noise Ordinance, constrction hours wil be limited to 7 a.rn to 7 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, and 8 a.m. to 6 p.rn on Saturdays, unless traffic volumes or public safety
warant otherwise. No constrction on Sundays and/or legally proclaimed holidays wil occur. These
conditions wil be detennned by City, County, or State offcials. At the County leveL, the project site is
classified as a Noise Impact Management Area by the Santa Clarta Valley Area Plan (a component of the
Los Angeles County General Plan) due to the proximity of the freeway. The Noise Impact Management
Area encompasses areas that are within a projected CNEL of 60 dB. The intent of the Management Area
is to ensure that new noise sensitive land uses proposed within the 60 dB CNE noise contour are
adequately assessed to ensure that noise reduction measures are incorporated to meet County noise
stadards.

At the federal level, the U.S. EPA has published guidelines intended to protect the public health with an
adequate magin of safety. In general, U.S. EPA recommends an outdoor noise limit of 55 dB Ldn and
for all practical puroses, an indoor noise limit of 45 dB Ldn. The Ldn metrc used by U.S. EPA is
interchangeable with CNEL. This outdoor guideline is a general policy and is intended primaly for
residential land uses. The FH A design level for noise residential land use compatibilty is 67 dB Le.
The Leq metrc rougWy translates to a CNEL of 73.5 dB.
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The relevant portion of the California Administrative Code dealing with sOUfd transmission standards is
found in Title 25. The code requires acoustical insulation in areas subjected to more than 60 dB CNEL to
reduce interior noise levels to 45 dB CNEL in any habitable room of a multiple-dwellng unit. The State
Office of Noise Control has published guidelines to provide a community noise environment the state
deems acceptable. For single fami.ly and duplex dwellngs the recommended upper boundar for what the
guidelines refer to as a normlly acceptable exterior noise exposure is 60 dB CNEL. For multi-family
dwellngs the guidelines permt up to 65 dB CNE in the normlly acceptable category. The assumption
is that norm constrction practices would attenuate the exterior noise to an acceptable interior leveL.
The guidelines also indicate that a noise exposure up to 70 dB CNE would be conditionally acceptable
on a showing that the building materials would, in fact, provide an acceptable interior leveL.

The Los Angeles County Board. of Supervisors has adopted the policy that interior noise levels in
residential buildings cannot exceed a CNEL of 45 dB. Standard constrction techniques normlly reduce
interior noise by 20 to 25 dB. . Therefore, if exterior noise levels do not exceed 65 dB, the strctures
would be in compliance with County policies.

The sensitive receptors in the immediate project vicinity are the residences that are curently being
constrcted located immediately west of the McBean Parkway intersection with Magic Mountain
Parkway approximately 10 feet nort of Magic Mountain Parkway. However, the proposed

improvements along the eastern portion of Magic Mountain Parkway would consist of the minimal lane
restriping. Restriping would not be expeted to increase traffc levels or associated noise. The residences
would not be impacted by the other proposed roadway improvements due to the distance from the
constrction area, which is located approximately 8,00 feet west of the residences. Therefore, noise
impacts to these residences would not be considered significant.

The screening procedure for determning whether a noise study is required was used in accordance with
the FH A-approved Caltrans Traffc Noise Analyses Protocol for new highway construction and
reconstrction projects (Caltrans 1998). The intersection of the project is federally funded and the
federally approved screening procedures for the intersection were followed. The first step of the
screening procedure is to determne if there are potentially impacted receivers in the project area. If there

. are no impacted receivers, no furher analysis is necessar.

Since no sensitive receptors would be impacted with implementation of the proposed project, no impacts
would be expected, and no further analysis is required. Noise impacts would be considered insignificant.

4.7.2 Mitigation

. To ensure the project is in compliance with the City of Santa Clarta Noise Ordinance,
constrction hours wil be limited to the hours of 7 a.m. to 7 p.m., Monday though
Friday, and between 8 a.m. and 6 p.m. on weekends, unless traffc volumes or public
safety warrant otherwise. These conditions wil be determned by City, County, or State
offcials.

. AccOrding to the City of Santa Clarta Noise Ordinance, no constrction wil occur on

Sundays and/or legally proclaimed holidays.

. If noise impacts from construction activities unduly intedere with operations of
businesses or residents, the applicant wil erect temporar noise barers where they do
not restrict access to businesses or residences and where they do not affect visibilty of
businesses.

Final Initial StudylEnvlronmenta(4ssessment
Interstate 5/Maglc Mountain Parkway Interchange and Related Improvements

Page 4-9



TETRA TECH, INC. JUL Y 2000

. The contrctor wil be required to comply with all local sound control and noise level
rules, regulations, and ordinances that apply to any work perfonned pursuat to the
contract.

4.8 LIGHT AND GLARE (CHECKLIST ITEM 22)

4.8.1 Impacts

To minimize traffc disruption, portions of the constrction would likely occur at night, resulting in a
temporar increase in light and glare. Glare would present a roadway haad.

4.8.2 Mitigation

The following measures wil ensure glare or excess lighting would not occur durng the proposed project:

. Constrction - related lighting wil be hooed and directed so as not to shine directly

upon adjoining property or public rights-of-way.

. Highly reflective surfaces conduc11ve to glare wil not be used durng construction.

Once constrcted, this project would not add significant additional lighting or glare to the area.

4.9 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES (CHECKLIST ITEMS 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30,
31)

,!

Impacts can be short- or long-term; for example, short-term or temporar impacts would occur durng
project implementation, and long-term impacts would result from the loss of vegetation and thereby loss
of the capacity of habitats to support wildlife populations.

Impacts from the proposed project are discussed for each phase of the constrction project below. Under
the No-Action Alternative, constrction would not occur and there would be no impacts to biological
resources.

4.9.1 Phase 1

Signifcant Ecological Areas

Constrction activities for Phase 1 of the proposed project lie outside of the Santa Clara River and its
adjacent floodplain; therefore, no direct and indirect effects on the Santa Clara River SEA (SEA 23)
would occur. Therefore, no significant impacts are expected to occur to the Santa Clar SEA.

Sensitve Natural Communites and Criical Habitat

The APE for Phase 1 of the proposed project is landscaped with nonnative species. No sensitive natural
communities occur within the APE for Phase 1; therefore, no signficant impacts to sensiti ve natural
communities. would occur.
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.lnterstate5/Magic Mountain Parkway. Interchange and Related Improvements



JUL Y 2000 . TETRA TECH, INC.

Specia-Status Botanical Resources

The APE for Phase I of the proposed project is landscaped with nonnative species. No speial-status
botanical resources were observed withn the APE for Phase 1; therefore, no significant impacts to any
special-status botaical resources would occur.

Specia-Status Willife Resources

Wildlife species that are tolerant of noise, light, and other human intrsions occur in the landscaped areas.
south of Magic' Mountain Parkway with the APE for Phase 1. No speial-status wildlife species or
suitable habitat for these speies was observed in this area. Wildlife species that do occur in these areas
are expected to be able to move to suitable habitats away from the project area durng constrction and
retur when constrction is complete. Therefore, no significant impacts to special-status wildlife
resources are expected to occur within the APE for Phase 1 south of Magic Mountain Parkway.

Waters of the United States and Wetlands

No wetlands or waters of the United States occur withn the APE for Phase 1; therefore, no significant
impacts to these resources would occur.

4.9.2 Phase 2

Signifcant Ecological.Areas

Implementation of Phase 2 of the proposed project would potentially impact the Santa Clara River SEA
indirectly due to potential erosion from the constrction site and elevated noise levels from constrction
activities associated with widening the northbound and the southbound ramps, realignent of The Old
Road, and widening of Magic Mountain Parkway. Since the realignment would not cross the Santa Clara
River, there would be no encroachment or direct impacts to the Santa Clara River. Furhermore, all
adverse impacts to water quality, vegetation, and wildlife within the SEA WOllld be less than significant
with the implementation of appropriate mitigation measures (see Section 4.9.5).

Sensitive Natural Communites and Criical Habitat

The APE for Phase 2 of the proposed project primaly contains nonnative grassland and areas landscaped
with nonnative species. Valley oak woodland, however, would potentially be impacted by the
realignment of The Old Road south of Magic Mountain Parkway. In addition, southern cottonwoo-
wilow riparan forest habitat and the Santa Clara River would potentially be indirectly impacted by
potential erosion from the constrction site. Adverse impacts to these three habitats, however, would be
less than significant with the implementation of appropriate mitigation measures (see Section 4.9.5).

Specia-Status Botanical Resources

The APE for Phase 2 of the proposed project primaly contains nonnative grassland and areas landscaped
with nonnative species. Several valley oak, however, occur in the valley oak wooland located within
the APE west of The Old Road and south of Magic Mountan Parkway. No other special-status botanical
resources were observed withn the APE for Phase 2. Any adverse impacts to valley oaks, however,
would be less than significant with the implementation of appropriate mitigation measures (see Section
4.9.5).
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Special-Status Willife Resources

Implementation of Phase 2 of the proposed project would potentially impact special-status wildlife
species within the Santa Clara River drainage indirectly due to potential erosion from the constrction site

and elevated noise levels from construction activities associated with widening of the northbound and the
southbound ramps, realignent of The Old Road, and widening of the Magic Mountain Parkway.

Special-status speies that would potentially be impacted include the federal and state endangered

unarored threespine stickleback, least Bell's vireo, and possibly the southwestern wilow flycatcher.

Phase 2 of the proposed project would be located on the nortern and southern approaches to the 1-5

bridge. Improvements to the on- and off-ramps would occur on the 1-5 bridge deck, abovel the Santa
Clara River and would not require constrction in the Santa Clar River, therefore, no direct impacts to
biological resources are expected to result from constrction of Phase 2 of the proposed project.

Constrction of the approaches would increase noise levels durng constrction. However, noise level in
the vicinity of 1-5 are estimated to be in excess of 65 decibels (dBA). Increases in noise due to
constrction are expected to be minimal due to the ambient conditions associated with existing traffc
noise. Additional constrction noise for the on- and off-tap improvements would not significantly
impact wildlife due to the short duration and relative constat noise generated, similar to. the existing
traffic noise. Any adverse impacts to speial-status wildlife species associated with elevated noise levels
or potential erosion froÌD the constrction site would be less than significant with the implementation of
appropriate mitigation measures (see Section 4.9.5).

Waters of the United States and Wetlands

Implementation of Phase 2 of the proposed project would potentially impact the Santa Clar River
indirectly due to potential erosion from the constrction site. The Santa Clara River is considered waters
of the United States under ACOE jursdiction and is protected under Sections 40 and 401 of the Clean
Water Act. Wetlands would be recognized within the Santa Clara River from ban to bank (Allen 1999).
In addition, the Santa Clara River is protected by CDFG. All adverse impacts to water quality,
vegetation, and wildlife within the Santa Clara River, however, would be less than significant with the
implementation of appropriate mitigation measures (see Section 4.9.5).

4.9.3. Phase 3

Significant Ecological Areas

Implementation of Phase 3 of the proposed project would directly impact the adjacent floodplain of the
Santa Clara River, and therefore, impac.t the Santa Clara River SEA. Constrction activities for the
realignent of Magic Mountain Parkway would occur between Magic Mountain Parkway and the Santa

Clara River and would result in the filling in of one unnamed ephemeral trbutar of the Santa Clar River
and the removal of several mature Fremont cottonwood trees and two coast live oak trees. In addition,
constrction of Phase 3 of Alternative 2 would potentially impact the Santa Clara River indirectly due to
potential erosion from the constrction site and elevated noise levels from constrction activities. All
adverse impacts to water quality, vegetation, and wildlife withi the Santa Clara River SEA, however,
would be less than significant with the implementation of appropriate mitigation measures (see Section
4.9.5).
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Sensitive Natural Communites and Crial Habitat

Implementation of Phase 3 of the proposed project would directly impact the adjacent floodplain of the
Santa Clara River, and therefore, impact sensitive southern cottonwood-wilow riparan forest.
Constrction activities for the realignent of Magic Mountain Parkway would occur between Magic
Mountain Parkway and the Santa Clar River and would result in the fillng in of one unnamed ephemeral
tributaes of the Santa Clara River and the removal of several mature Fremont cottonwoo trees. Any
adverse impacts to this community, however, would be less than significant with the implementation of
appropriate mitigation measures (see Section 4.9.5).

Specia-Status Botanical Resources

Implementation of Phase 3 of the proposed project would require the removal of at least two mature coast
live oak trees and several mature Fremont cottonwoo trees. Potential habitat for several sensitive plant
species would also be impacted. Although not observed in the APE of the proposed project. these species
include Nevin's barberr (federally endangered (F), state endangered (E), Californa Native Plant

Society List lB (CNPS List lBn, short-jointed beavertail (FSC, CNPS List IB), slender maposa liy
(FSC, CNPS List lB), Palmer's grapplinghook (FSC, CNPS List 2), and Pierson's morning-glory (FSC,
CNPS List 4). Any adverse impacts to special-status botanical resources, however, would be less than
significant with the implementation of appropriate mitigation measures (see Section 4.9.5).

Specia;'Status Wildlife Resources

Implementation of Phase 3 of the proposed project would potentially indirectly impact special-status
wildlife resources that occur in the Santa Clara River drainage due to potential erosion from the
constrction site and elevated noise levels from constrction activities. Species that may be impacted
include the federal and state endagered unarored threespine stickleback, least Bell's vireo, and
possibly the southwestern wilow flycatcher. In addition, other sensitive wildlife species such as the
Cooper's hawk (CSC) may be impacted directly by the removal of habitat in the adjacent floodplain of
the Santa Clara River. Any adverse impacts to special-status wildlife species, however, would be less
than significant with the implementation of appropriate mitigation measures (see Section 4.9.5).

Waters of the United States and Wetlands

Implementation of Phase 3 of the proposed project would result in the fillng in of one unnamed

ephemeral trbutar of the Santa Clara River that is considered waters of the United States under ACOE
jursdiction. Extension of a floo control outlet that is located in this trbutary would also be required to
allow storm runoff to flow underneath the realigned Magic Mountain Parkway. Implementation of Phase
3 of Alternative 2 would also potentially impact the Santa Clara River indirectly due to potential érosion
from the constrction site. The Santa Clara River is considered waters of the Uiited States under ACOE
jririsdiction and is protected under Sections 404 and 401 of the CW A. Wetlands are recognized within the
Santa Clara River from bank to ban (Allen 1999). In addition, the Santa Clar;; River is protected by the
CDFG. Any adverse impacts to this ephemeral trbutar and the Santa Clara River. however, would be
less than significant with the implementation of appropriate mitigation measures (see Section 4.9.5).

4.9.4 Cumulative Impacts

Cumulative effects result from the incremental effect of the project when added to other past, present, and
reasonably foreseeable future actions, regardless of what agency or entity undertkes such other actions.
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Cumulative impacts can result from individually minor but collectively significant actions tag place
over a period of time.

Cumulative impacts to biological resources from the proposed project in conjunction with implementation
of another Caltrans project, the Santa Clara River Bridge Replacement on Interstate 5 Project would be
considered significant. The Santa Clar River Bridge Replacement on Interstate 5 Project would involve
the replacement of the I-5/Santa Clara River Bridge from abutment to abutment. The current bridge
strcture has two separate spans, one for southbound traffc and one for nortbound traffc. The new
bridge would be constrcted into one strcture. The bridge replacement would also result in deeper pier
footings that are anticipated to be constrcted 100 feet deep. The duration of the Santa Clara River
Bridge Replacement on Interstate 5 Project would be 2 year.

Phases 1 and 2 of the proposed project would be dependent upon completion of the Santa Clara River
Bridge Replacement on Interstate 5 Project. Therefore, constrction of Phases 1 and 2 of the proposed
project is scheduled to occur simultaneously with the proposed Santa Clara River Bridge Replacement on
Interstate 5 Project. The Santa Clara River Bridge Replacement on Interstate 5 Project is anticipated to
impact jursdictional waters of the United States and wetlands and potentially impact the federal and state
endangered unarored threespine stickleback, least Bell's vireo, and possibly the southwestern wilow
flycatcher (Caron 1999). The Santa Clara River SEA and southern cottonwood-wilow riparan forest
would also be impacted.

The proposed project's contrbution to potential 
cumulative impacts, however. is not anticipated to be

significant with implementation of appropriate scheduling to avoid sensitive species breeding and nesting
seasons in addition to other project-specific mitigation measures (see Section 4.9.5).

4.9.5 Mitigation

To reduce biological resource impacts resulting from the proposed project. mitigation measures should
include:

. Avoiding the impacts altogether by not taking a certin action or pars of an action;

. Minimizing impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of the action and its

implementation;

. Rectifying the impact by repairng. rehabiltating, or restoring the impacted environment;

. Reducing or eliminating the impact over time by preservation and maintenance

operations durng the life of the action; or

. Compensating for the impact by replacing or providing substitute resources or

environments.

A Natural River Management Plan (NR) (ACOE and CDFO 1998) was developed for projects and
activities cared out by the Valencia Company in the Santa Clarta Valley that 

may affect the Santa Clara

River. The plan specifies mitigation measures for projects requirng an ACOE 404 permt and/or a CDFG
160111603 Streambed Alteration Agreement. A 404 permt (Permt Number 94-O504-BAH was issued
by the ACOE, a Streambe Alteration Agreement and Incidenta Take permt (Numbers 5-502-97 and
2081-1998-49-5 respectively) were issued by CDFG, and a Waste Discharge Requirement (Order
Number 99-104) was issued by RWQCB.
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The following mitigation measures wil be requied to reduce impacts to biological resources to a less
than significant level:

1. Constrction of all phases of the project wil be in compliance with the NR. Mitigation for

each phase wil be consistent with permt conditions contaned in U.S. ACOE Permt Number
94-O504-BAH, California Deparment of Fish and Game Streambe Alteration Agreement
Number 5-502-97, California Incidental Take Permt Number 2081-1998-49-5, and California
Regional Water Quality COntrol Board Waste Discharge Requirement Order Number 99-104.
Copies of these documents are on fie with the Valencia Company.

2. The Valencia Company wil apply for an amendment to the existing Section 404 and 1603
permts and, if necessar, to the existing Section 401 permt for the proposed project. If any
focused plant sureys for the Nevin's barberr, short-jointed beavertil, slender maposa liy,
Palmer's grapplinghook. and Pierson's morning glory are required, they wil be specified in the
approved permt amendment. Caltrans' Offce of Environmental Planning wil be kept informed
on the outcome of any focused plant sureys.

3. A tree surey and report wil be prepared to assess the health, size and number of trees in the APE

consistent with the Los Angeles County and the City of Santa Clarita Oak Tree Preservation
Ordinances. Oak and cottonwood trees wil be avoided and protected to the maximum extent
feasible through the following methods:

· All trees within 25 feet of ground disturbance or staging areas wil be identified on

project constrction plans and be temporarly fenced with orange fencing or equivalent

during constrction activities. The fencing wil be installed 6 feet outside the dripline of
each oak and cottonwoo tree and staked every 6 feet.

· Equipment storage and staging areas wil be located 6 feet outside the dripline of all oak
and cottonwood trees and shown. on all constrction plans.

· . Cottonwoo trees wil be replanted on a 3 to 1 replacement basis (as specified in the
NR) in the proposed cottonwoo forest revegetation site for the Caltrans Santa Clara
River Bridge Replacement on Interstate 5 project in the Santa Clara River. Cottonwood
trees wil be grown from locally obtained seed, planted prior to the winter rainy season,
irgated, and maintained until established as specified by CDFG regulations noted in the

NR.
· Any oak tree removed and or damaged wil be replaced consistent with the Los Angeles

County and City of Santa Clarita's Oak Tree Preservation Ordinance, A permt to
remove any oak trees wil be obtained from the County of Los Angeles or the City of
Santa Clarta. Within Caltrans right-of-way, additional Ca1trans mitigations will be
required. The large valley oak tree located nortwest of the interchange for. Magic

Mountain Parkway and The Old Road wil be avoided as specified in the Oak Tree
Permt and avoidance of this tree wil be incorporated durng the final project design
stage.

Cumulaive Impacts

To reduce cumulative impacts resulting from all construction projects in the area, constrction for all
phases of the proposed project within 300 feet of the Santa Clara River wil be scheduled to avoid the
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breeding and nesting season of birds in the Santa Clara River, defined as March 1 through August 3 1. A
biological monitor wil surey the area for active nests prior to constrction activities. If project activities
cannot avoid the breeding bird season, active nests shall be avoided and provided with a minimum buffer
(500 feet recommended for all raptor nests) as determned by a biological monitor. Coordination with the
proposed Caltrans Santa Clara River Bridge Replacement on Interstate 5 project wil include regulatory
permtting, constrction, and mitigation actions. This would limit repetitive disturbances to the Santa
Clara River and special-status speies.

4.10 LAND USE PLANNNG (CHECKLIST ITEMS 32,33,34,42,47,50,55)

RecOnstrction of the interchange and related improvements would not cause disruption of orderly
planed development. Rather, it would relieve congestion at an already impacted interchange and provide
the capacity needed to accommodate future growt in the area. The Circulation Element of the City
General Plan acknowledges that in order to accommodate projected traffc conditions in the area, roadway
improvements are necessar. As such, the proposed project would be consistent with the City General
Plan. The Land Use Policy Map in the Los Angeles County General Plan also shows essentially buildout
in the project area. The map identifies primary land uses in the area as Major Commercial, Industral,
Open Space (now a golf course), Non-Urban, and SEA. Refer to Section 3.9.4 for a more detailed
explanation of the SEA.

The proposed improvements to Magic Mountain Parkway are included in the 1998-2005 RTIP although
the interchange improvement is not. Therefore, the entire project is not included in with this plan (SCAG
1998a).

The project site is not located within or adjacent to any Coastal Zone and would, therefore, have no
potential to affect any Coastal Zone Management Plan. In addition, the project would not result in the use
of any publicly-owned land from a park or recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge.

Reconfiguration of the interchange would take place primaly within the Caltrs right-of-way.

However, additional Caltrans right-of-way areas would be required, the majority of which would be
acquired from the Valencia Company. Most parcels required are currently being used as a Caltrans
maintenance easement for access to the Santa Clara River Bridge. In addition, some businesses would be
affectt¿ by all thee alternatives. A discussion of the businesses requiring full takes (relocation) and

parial taes (minor modifications) is provided in Section 4.11.

There are no community facilities in the project area and no off-site community facilities would be
affected by this project. .

4.i1 POPULATION AND SOCIOECONOMICS (CHECKLIST ITEMS 35, 36, 37, 38,
39, 40, 41)

Reconfiguration of the interchange would take place primaly in the existing Caltrans right-of-way
although additional right-of-way would be required for all of the alternatives. the majority of right-of-
way would be acquired from the Valencia Company. The project would not divide an existing
community; however, the additional right-of-way required for all alternatives would disrupt some existing
businesses. No farm or residences would be affected by the project.

A summry of the businesses affected by each alternative is provided here. More detailed informtion is
provided in a Relocation Impacts Study, which. is available under separate cover for review (Tetra Tech
1999d). For Alternative 1. full taes (requirng relocation) would be likely for the EI Torito and
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Hamburger Hamlet restaurants and the Chevron gas station. Paral takes (requirg minor modifications

to sidewalks, landscaping, and parking) would be likely for the Mare Callendar's and Wendy's
restaurants, the river area, Southern Californa Edison, and Valencia Company land along The Old Road
and Magic Mountain Parkway.

For Alternative 2, full takes would be likely for the El Torito and Wendy's restaurants and the Chevron
gas station. A large "Six Flags" theme park sign would also need to be relocated. 

Parial taes would be

likely for the Mare Callendar's, Hamburger Hamlet; and Red 
Lobster restaurants, the river area, Southern

California Edison, the Ranch House In, and Valencia Company land along The Old Road and Magic
Mountain Parkway.

For Alternative 3, a full take would be likely for the Chevron gas station. Parial takes would be likely for
the Mare Callendar's and Wendy's restaurants, the river area, Southern California Edison, and Valencia
Company land along The Old Road and Magic Mountain Parkway.

Growth in the Santa Clarta Valley has been increasing at a significant rate. The proposed interchange
improvements are needed due to existing and projected traffc volumes and to alleviate existing and future
traffic congestion from planned urban development. The project would not have the potential to affect
the location, distribution, density, or growth rate of the population in the area, nor would it adversely
affect life-styles or neighborhood character or stabilty. No minority, elderly, handicapped, transit-
dependent, or other specific interest group would be adversely affected by the project.

Only a limited number of constrction-related jobs would be generated from the 
project. Housing in the

area would be adequate to accommodate the constrction workers. No residences would be displaced 
or

otherwise affected by the project.

Neither property values nor the local tax base would be affected by the project. Project funding would
potentially come from a variety of sources, including state and federal sources. To date, $10.4 millon has
been funded by Transportation Effciency Act (TEA) 21.

4.12 PUBLIC SERVICES AND UTILITIES (CHECKLIST ITEM 43)

For all alternatives, existing utilties would need to be relocated. These include: two high pressure gas
mains, six oil lines, a sewer main, a sewer force main, a water main, and typical cable television and
telephone underground conduit. During constrction, potential utility shutdowns would be coordinated
with local utilty companies regarding scheduling.

There may be limited short-term impacts on police (traffic control), fire, or emergency services during
constÌction. This would be typical of any road improvement project since there may be a temporar
increase in traffc congestion. These limited, short-term impacts would not be significant and
improvements to the interchange would reduce traffc congestion in the long term.

4.13 TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORT A TION (CHECKLIST ITEMS 44, 45, 46, 48, 49)

4.13.1 Impacts

The proposed Magic Mountain Parkway and related improvements would provide the necessar traffc
mitigation for the projected traffc on Magic Mountain Parkway at the freeway interchange. The LOS
would be improved from F to C and D or better for all intersections under all alternatives except for The
Old Roadlagic Mountain Parkway intersection under Alternative 1.
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This project would be consistent with the transporttion planing for ths area.

All alternatives would result in tempora disruptions of traffc durng constrction. The ramps,
separation, The Old Road, and portions of Magic Mountain Parkway would require reconstrction in
areas that conflct with existing facilties. There is limted opportunity to re-route traffc to alternate
routes and, although some available capacity exists on adjacent routes, no equivalent ADT excess
capacity exists. Therefore, the majority of traffc would need to be maintained though the work areas.

The proposed project would not diectly generate new traffc except for a small, temporar increase
during constrction, nor would it increase the demad for parking. The project would have long-term
beneficial impacts by reducing traffc congestion in the project area.

The proposed project would not involve the storage, handling, or transporttion of hazdous materials. It

is likely that some vehicles using the interchange would transport hazdous materials. and waste;

however, this is also likely occurrng under curent conditions. The proposed project would help to

alleviate congestion, hazadous traffc conditions and the traffic accident potential that could result in
hazardous materials spils near the interchange. Refer to Section 3.4 for a discussion of other hazrdous
materials issue$ in the area.

The project does not involve waterborne, rail. or air traffc. Local or regional rail transporttion would
not be affected by the project.

The improvements discussed herein are required to serve the anticipated demad on the interchange. The
improvements would allow for a greater traffc flow through the interchange from existing and future
projects in the area. With project improvements, traffc would flow at an improved level of service.
Therefore. project impacts with regard to traffc generation are not consideréd significant.

4.13.2 Mitigation

All three phases of construction would result in traffc delays. Traffc disruptions would occur as ramps
. are closed, roads are closed, traffc is diverted, and temporar roads are constrcted. Mitigation measures
to reduce the disruption wil include phasing (staging) the project to avoid long duration closures,

development of a Traffc Management Plan (TMP), and coordination between Caltrans, the City of Santa
Clarta, and Los Angeles County. Constrction of the proposed project would be coordinated with the
proposed Caltrans Santa Clara River Bridge Replacement on hhterstate 5 Project to minimize community
impacts (0 the Santa Clara River. These measures would ensure that impacts would be mitigated to a
level that is not significant.

4.14 CULTUL RESOURCES (CHECKLIST ITEM 51)

4.14.1 Impacts

No prehistoric or historic archaeological sites would be affected by the proposed improvements to the
interchange of 1-5 and Magic Mountain Parkway because none have ben identified within the APE. No
furter archaeological work is necessary unless project plans change to include unsurveyed areas. Should
cultural materials be uncovered durg constrction, it is Caltrans' policy to discontinue work in the area
of the find until the material can be evaluated by a Caltrans archaeologist (California Deparment of
Transportation 1988).
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Because none of the 12 structures locted withi the APE are 50 yeas old and none are eligible to the
NR and CRH, there wil be no impact to these strctures as a result of the proposed project.

Because The Old Road bridge over the Santa Clara River is located just outside the APE and would not
be subject to impacts or modifications, it was not evaluated for eligibility to the NR or CRH and no
further work is required at this time. However, if alterations to the bridge would be considered as par of
any of the project alternatives in the future, a forml evaluation of the bridge for eligibilty to the NR
and CRH must be completed prior to the iiitiation of any constrction and/or demolition that may affect
the bridge. If determned eligible, impacts would have to be assessed in accordance with 36 CFR 800.5.

SÎte CA-LAN-2190H, the Southern Pacific Railroad bridge, is located approximately 175 meters (575
feet) away from the project area. Therefore, no impacts are expected to this bridge as a result of the
proposed project.

4.14.2 Mitigation

Although no archaeological sites have ben identified within the APE, there is a possibilty. for subsurace
deposits to exist. In the event that subsurface deposits are encountered durng any ground-disturbing
activities, all work in the area of the find must stop until the resource is documented and evaluated by a
qualified archaeologist. Pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.13(c) (revised June 17, 1999), newly discovered

resources may be assumed to be eligible for the NR for the puroses of compliance with Section 106
of the National Historic Preservation Act However, the National Register criteria used for the
assumption of eligibilty must be specified. The FH A and Caltrans must be notified immediately of
any newly discovered properties and a plan must be developed for the treatment of the resource.
Avoidance of impacts should, always be considered as the first and best option. When avoidance is not
possible and adverse effects would occur, mitigation measures must be develope in consultation with
SHPO and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP). Constrction in the vicinity of the
find should continue only after the above steps have been completed and approval has been given by
FH A and Caltrans~ Procedures specified in CEQA 1506.5(f) (revised October 26, 1998) perriiing to
the accidental discovery of historical or archaeological resources wil also be followed.

If the historic-age bridge currently located north of the APE wil be subject to alterations and is
determned eligible for either the NR or CRH, impacts to the bridge from the proposed project would

need to be assessed. Appropriate mitigation measures should then be developed in consultation with the
CaliforIa SHPO and ACHP for any adverse effects to the bridge.

4.15 VISUAL RESOURCES (CHECKLIST ITEMS 52,53)

The proposed project would not drastically alter the existing views, and therefore would not significantly
impact the visual resources of the Santa Clara River or the SEAs.

The project area has no identified scenic resources or vistas, or national l~ndmarks. Although the
proposed reconsttction would be visible to the users in the area, ths would not be significantly different
from the existing freeway interchange.

4.16
. .

CONSTRUCTION-RELA TED IMPACTS (CHECKLIST ITEM 54)

All alternatives would generaly allow continued use of the interchange and freeway durng all phases of
constrction. However, some short duration closures would occur. Closures would occur at iight or off-
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peak times only. There also may be limited short-term impacts on noise, ai quality, and drainage durig
the constrction phase, typical of any road improvement constrction.

As discussed in the air quality section (Section 4.5), project constrction would result in short-term
generation of dust and other emissions. Imlementation of appropriate mitigation as required by the
South Coast Ai Quality Management Distrct would reduce potential impacts.

As discussed in the hydrology, drainage, and water quaty section (Section 4.4) and the biological
resources section (Section 4.8), reconstrction of the interchange and related improvements would
involve substantial soil disturbance, which would increase the sedimentation and erosion potentiaL,

thereby potentially affecting water quality. This is paricularly importt beause of the proximity of the
Santa Clara River. Sections 4.4 and 4.8 provide mitigations to reduce potential erosion and water quality
impacts.

There would also be short-term impacts related to noise generation and the interrption of access during
constrction of improvements on the existing ramps. The contractpr wil be required to comply with all
applicable codes governing the acceptable period of operation and allowable noise levels. Short-term

impacts associated with constrction are unavoidable and not considered to be significant.

4.17 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE (CHECKLIST ITEMs 56, 57,
58, 59)

A biological resources surey was conducted in June 1999 (Tetra Tech 1999c). Several sensitive
biological resources occur in the project area that would potentially be directly or indirectly affected by
erosion from the constrction site and elevated noise levels from constrction activities. However, with
implementation of appropriate mitigation measures, these impacts would be less than significant. A

cultural resources survey was condncted in July 1999. No cultural resources are known or expected to
occur in the project area. Consequently, it is unlikely that constrction or operation of the proposed

interchange and related improvements would have the potential to substatially degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially affect fish and wildlife habitat or populations, reduce or restrct the range of
sensitive plant or animal species, or eliminate important examples of the major period of California
history or prehistory.

The 'proposed interchange improvements have long-term benefits in term of reducing existing and future
traffc congestion and only minor, short-term constrction impacts.

The proposed project is not expected to result in any significant impacts. Development of this and other
projects in the area may contrbute to cumulative impacts in the region. However, the proposed

interchange improvements should alleviate some of the cumulative impacts that would result from

extensive commercial, residential, and industral development in the area. This includes prily traffic

impacts and associated air quality impacts.

Although the proposed interchange improvements would result in some environmental impacts, the
improvements are not expected to result in any substatial, adverse, unmitigable impacts, either directly
or indirectly. The analysis in Sections 4.1 through 4.15 provides informtion to support ths conclusion.
Section 4.17 summrizes mitigation measures identified in ths chapter to offset potential project impacts.

Page 4-20 . . Finallnltial Study/Environmental Assessment
.. "nte,state 5/Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange and Related Improvements

¡

¡

~

iî
¡

i

i



JUL Y 2000 TETRA TECH, INC.

4.18 SUMRY OF MITIGATION MEASUR

Although no significant unavoidable impacts would result from project construction and operation, some
environmental impacts would occur. However, most measures are already included as par of the project
and these would reduce impacts to a level that is not significant. The following is a summ of these

. mitigations.

Hatardous Materils

· Prior to right-of-way acquisition and constrction, soil and groundwater testing wil be
performed to determne if residual gasoline contanation from the Chevron service
station remains withn the planed constrction zone.

· Prior to right-of-way acquisition and constrction in the vicihity of the Mobil Oil Pipeline
Company bulk storage termnal, soil and groundwater testing will be performed to
determne if petroleum hydrocarbon compounds exist within the planned. constrction
zone.

· Soil and groundwater testing should be performed early in the Planned Specifications and

Engineering (PS&E) phase. All testing and reports must conform to Caltrans
requirements. All right~of-way acquisitions, including gifts of property, must conform to
Caltrans requirements (Caltrans 200).

. All conditions of the DTSC lead varance wil be followed for use of lead-contarnnated
soil in construction. Removed yellow thermoplastic, yellow paint material, and any lead
impacted soil not covered by the DTSC varance wil be deposited at a Class I disposal
facility.

. Any buildings to be demolished wil be assessed for the possible presence of

asbestos-containing building materials prior to acquisition. A SCAQMD permt for
asbestos may be required for potential exposure to ACMs in the Magic Mountain
Parkway structure and buildings to be demolished.

Water QualitlWater Erosion

. Prior to constrction, a Notice of Intent (NOI) wil be submitted to the State Water

ResoUrces Control Board for coverage under the National Pollutant Discharge System
(NPDES) Statewide General Permt No. CASOOL. Under the General Permt a
SWPPP wil be prepared.

. BMPs as describe in the SWPPP wil be adhered to durng all stages of the proposed
project. These may include (depending on site conditions) retentionldesilting basins, silt
fencing, weed-free hay bales, and/or drainage diversion strctures.

Air QualitlWind Erosion

. Dust control strategies wil follow the SCAQMD Rule 403. Fugitive Dust, and 403.1,

Wind Entrainment of Fugitive Dust. They include use of water trcks or sprinker
systems to keep all areas of disturbe surface, vehicle movement, and open storage piles,
damp enough to prevent dust from leaving the site.
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. Vehicle speed on the disturbe area would be no more that 15 miles per hour.

. Any imported, exported, and stockpiled fill material would be covered. . All trucks
transporting material would be taed from the point of origin.

. Constrction equipment wil be well maintained.

Noise

. To ensure the project is in compliance with the City of Santa Clarta Noise Ordinance,

constrction hours wil be limted to 7 a.m. to 7 p.m., Monday through Friday, and 8 a:m.

to 6 p.m. on Saturdays, unless traffc volumes or public safety warant otherwise. These
conditions wil be determned by City, County, or State officials.

. According to the City of Santa Clarta Noise Ordinance, no constrction wil occur on

Sundays and/or legally proclaimed holidays.

. If noise impacts from construction activities prove to unduly interfere with operations of

businesses or residents, the applicant wil erect temporar noise barers where they do
not restrict access to businesses or residences and where they do not affect visibilty of
businesses.

· Sound control requirements wil have the contractor comply with all local sound control
and noise level rules, regulations, and ordinances which apply to any work performed
pursuant to the contract.

Light and Glae

· Constrction-related lighting wil be hooded and directed so it does not shine directly

upon adjoining property or public rights-of-way.

. Highly reflective suraces conducive to glare wil not be used during constrction.

Biolog;cal Resources

. Constrction of all phases of the project wil be in compliance with the NR.
Mitigation for each phase wil l? consistent with permt conditions contained in U.S.

ACOE Permt Number 94-O504-BAH, California Deparment of Fish and Game
Streambe Alteration Agreement Number 5-502-97, California Incidental Take Permt
Number 2081-1998-49-5, and California Regional Water Quality Control Board Waste
Discharge Requirement Order Number 99-104. Copies of these documents are on fie
with the Valencia Company.

. The Valencia Company wil apply for an amendment to the existing Section 404 and
1603 permts, and if necessar, to the existing Section 401 permt for the proposed

project. If any focused plant surveys for the Nevin's barberr, short-jointed beavertil,
slender maposa liy, Palmer's grapplinghook, and Pierson's morning glory are required,
they wil be specified in the approved permt amendment. Caltrns' Offce of
Environmental Planning wil be kept informed on the outcome of any focused plant

surveys.
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. Cottonwoo trees wil be replanted on a 3 to 1 replacement basis (as specified in the
NR) in the proposed cottonwoo forest revegetation site for the Caltrans Santa Clar
River Bridge Replacement on Interstate 5 project in the Santa Clar River. Cottonwood
trees wil be grown from locally obtained seed; planted prior to the winter rainy season,
irrgated, and maintained until established as speified by CDFG regulations noted in the
NR.

Traffic

. Any oak tree removed and or damaged wil be replaced consistent with the Los Angeles
County and City of Santa Clarta's Oak Tree Preservation Ordinance. A permt to
remove any oak trees wil be obtained from the County of Los Angeles or the City of
Santa Clarita. Withi Caltrans right-of-way, additional Caltrns rItigations wil be

required. The large valley oak tree located northwest of the interchange for Magic
Mountain Parkway and The Old Road wil be avoided as specified in the Oak Tree
Permt and avoidance of this tree wil be incorporated durng the final project design
stage.

. To reduce cumulative impacts resulting from all constrction projects in the area,
constrction for all phases of the proposed project withn 300 feet of the Santa Clara

River wil be scheduled to avoid the nesting and fledging season of birds in the Santa
Clara River, defined as March 1 through August 31. A biological monitor wil survey the
area for active nests prior to constrction activities. Coordination with the proposed

Caltrans Santa Clara River Bridge Replacement on Interstate 5 project wil include
regulatory permtting, construction, and mitigation actions. This would lirIt repetitive
disturbances to the Santa Clara River and special-status species.

· Construction wil be phased (staged) to avoid long duration closures.

· A TMP wil be prepared.

· All traffc disruption issues wil be coordinated between Caltrans, City of Santa Clarta,

ànd Los Angeles County. Constrction of the proposed project wil be coordinated with
the proposed Caltrans Santa Clar River Bridge Replacement on Interstate 5 project to
minimize community impacts to the Santa Clara River.

Cultural Resources

· If, during project constrction, cultural materials appear, work wil stop in the immediate

area. The Distrct 7 Cultural Resource Staff, as well as the Environmental PlanIng

Branch Chief and FH A, wil be notified upon such discovery and appropriate measures
wil be performed to rItigate the impacts to the resource. WOFk may only resume with
approval from the Caltrans Archaeologist and FH A.

· If the historic-age bridge currently located north of the APE wil be subject to alterations

and is determned eligible for either the NR or CRH, impacts to the bridge from the
proposed project would need to be assessed. Appropriate mitigation measures should

then be developed in consultation with the California SHPO and the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation (ACHP) for any adverse effects to the bridge.
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5.0 LIST OF PREPARERS

The following persons prepared this environmental document or prepared studies which were
incorporated into this document:.

Mary McKinnon, Senior Environmental Scientist, Tetra Tech, Inc.
Joe Buckner, Project Manager, Engineer, Tetra Tech, Inc., Infrastrcture Southwest Group.
Terr Austin, Prncipal, Austin-Foust Associates

Evelyn Chandler, Cultural Resources Specialist, Tetra Tech, Inc.
Ken Cushing, Word Processor, Tetra Tech, Inc.
George Dayhuff, Principal Environmental Scientist, Tetra Tech, Inc.
Jackie Eldridge, Publications Manager, Tetra Tech, Inc.
Brandon Ellott, Word Processor, Tetra Tech, Inc.
Angela Emery, Biologist, Tetra Tech, Inc.
Erin Falkowitz, Word Processor, Tetra Tech, Inc.
Scott Gard,Quality Assurance, Tetra Tech, Inc.
Wil Groves, Biologist, Tetra Tech, Inc.
Valerie Hallett, Cultural Resource Specialist. Tetra Tech. Inc:
Geri Ige, Graphic Designer, Tetra Tech, Inc.
Kathy Kefauver, Senior Biologist, Tetra Tech, Inc.
Luanne Lum, Biologist. Tetra Tech, Inc.
Sandi 'Palkk, Word Pmcessor, Tetra Tech, Inc.
Mar Jane Prothro-Jones, Word Processor, Tetra Tech, Inc.
Diane Randall, GIS Specialist, Tetra Tech, Inc.
Anne Surdzial, Environmental Planner, Tetra Tech, Inc.
Marcia Taack, Graphic Arist, Tetra Tech, Inc.
Michelle Wilson, Biologist, Tetra Tech, Inc.
Brad Zeff, Biologist, Tetra Tech, Inc.
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6.0 DOCUMNT DISTRIBUTION LIST OF AGENCIES,
ORGANIZA TIONS, AND INDIVIDUALS

This chapter provides a list of public offcials, agencies, and organizations who wil receive a copy of the
Draft Initial StudyÆnvironmental Assessment for review and comment.

ELECTED OFFICIALS The Honorable Jo Anne Darcy
Mayor of Santa Clarta
City of Santa Clarta
23920 Valencia Blvd., Ste 300
Santa Clarita, CA 91355

The Honorable Barbara Boxer
U.S. Senator
312 N. Spring St., #1748
Los Angeles, CA 90012-4701

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
U.S. Senator
Attn: John Diaz
11111 Santa Monica Blvd., #915
Los Angeles,CA 90025

Mr. George A. Caravalho
City Manager
City of Santa Clarita
23920 Valencia Blvd., Ste 300
Santa Clarita, CA 91355

The Honorable Howard McKeon
U.S. Congressman, 25th Distrct
23929 W. Valencia Blvd., Ste 410
Santa Clarta, CA 9 i 355

Councilmembers
City of Santa Clarita
23920 Valencia Blvd., Ste 300
Santa Clarita, CA 91355

FEDERAL AGENCIES
The Honorable Willam J. Knight
State Senator, 17th District
1008 W. Avenue M-14, SteG
Palmdale, CA 93551

Mr. Enrique Manzanila
Region 9

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105The Honorable Cathie Wright

State Senator, 19th District
2345 Erringer Rd., Ste. 212
Sirn Valley, CA 93065

Mr. Aaron Allen
Project Manager
U.S. Ary Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 2711
Los Angeles, CA 90053-2325

The Honorable George Runner
Assemblyman, 36th District
709 W. Lancaster Blvd.
Lancaster, CA 93534 Mr. Richard Campbell

USDA Service Center - Lancaster
44811 N. Date Ave., Suite G
Lancaster, CA 93534

The Honorable Tom McClintock
Assemblyman, 38th District
10727 White Oak Ave., #124
Granada Hils, CA 91344 Ms. Louise Lampera

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
2493 Portola Road, Ste B
Ventura, CA 93003

The Honorable Michael D. Antonovich
Supervisor, Fifth Distrct

County of Los Angeles
500 West Temple Street, Rm 869
Los Angeles, CA 90012
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Cesar Perez
Federal Highway Administration
980 Ninth Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814~2724

Street Address for Overnight Mail:
1416 9th Street. Room 1442-7
Sacramento, CA 95814

STATE AGENCIES
Mr. Fred W orthly
California Department of Fish and Game
350 Golden Shore, Ste 50
Long Beach, CA 90801Mr. Tony Klecha

California Regional Water Quality Control
Board
320 West 4th Street, Suite 200
Los Angeles, CA 900 13

California Department of Fish and Game
Attn: Scott Hars
P.O. Box 950310
Mission Hils, CA 91395

Mr. Mike Reid ..
State Water Resources Control Board
P.O. Box 944212
Sacramento, CA 94244-2130

REGIONAL AND LOCAL AGENCIES

State Clearinghouse
Offce of Planning and Research

P.O. Box 3044
'Sacramento, CA 95812-3044

County of Los Angeles
Registrar-Recorder/County Clerk
P.O. Box 53592
Los Angeles, CA 90053-0592

California Transportation COIlssion
State Transporttion Building
1120 N. Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

County of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works
Attn: San Banh, Planning Division
900 South Fremont A venue, 11 th Floor
Alhambra, CA 91802-1331

Area Commander
California Highway Patrol
27858 Golden State Highway
Santa Clarita, CA 91384-415

County of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works
Attn: Dean Radle
900 South Fremont A venue

Alhambra, CA 91802-1460

Lieutenant L.J. Veale
California Highway Patrol
28648 Thè Old Road
Valencia, CA 91355-102l

Planning and Building Services
City of Santa Clarita
23920 Valencia Blvd., Ste 300
Santa Clarita, CA 91355

Technical Support Division

California Air Resource Board
P.O. Box 2815
Sacramento, CA 95812

Regional Transportation Planning and
Development
Metropolitan Transit Authority
1 Gateway Plaza .
Los Angeles, CA 900 12

Mr. Daniel Abeyta
State Historic Preservation Officer
California Department of Parks and Recreation
Offce of Historic Preservation
P.O. Box 942896
Sacramento, CA 94296-0001

Mr. David Leininger
Chief, Forestr Division
County of Los Angeles Fire Deparment
1320 North Eastern A venue

Los Angeles, CA 90063

Page 6-2
. ...; Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment

I'lJèrstat~ 5/Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange and Related Improvements



JUL Y 2000 TETRA TECH, INC.

Mr. Dennis Dasker
Chief
.LARWQCB
320 W. 4th St, Ste 200
Los Angeles, CA 900 13

Mark Yamaone
Transportation Funding Coordinator
City of Santa Clarita
23920 Valencia Boulevard
Santa Clarta. CA 91355

Metropolitan Water District of So. CaL
P.O. Box 54153
Los Angeles. CA 90054-0153

City Councilmembers
c/o Lorre Runyon
City Manager's Offce
City of Santa Clarta .

23920 Valencia Boulevard
Santa Clarita, CA 91355

. Mr. Bob Sagehom
Castaic Lake Water Agency
27234 Bouquet Canyon Rd.
Santa Clarita, CA 91350 OTHER ORGANIZATIONS AND

INDIVIDUALS
Mr. Steve Smith
SCAQMD
21865 E. Copley Dr.
Diamond Bar, CA 91765

Mr. Mark Pisano
Executive Director
SCAG
818 W. 7th Street
Los Angeles, CA 900 1 7Valencia Library

23743 West Valencia Blvd.
Santa Clarita, CA 91355 Santa Clarita Transit

25663 Stanford A venue

Santa Clarita, CA 91355County of Los Angeles Public Librar

7400 E. Imperial Hwy
Downey,CA 90241 Antelope Valley Transit

1031 West Avenue L, # 12
Lancaster, CA 93534Anthony J. Niaich

. Director of Transportation & Engineering
Services
City of Santa Clarita
23920Valencia Boulevard

Santa Clarita, CA 91355
(

Executive Secretary
Native American Heritage Commssion
915 Capitol Mall, Rm 288
Sacramento, CA 95814

Bahman Janka
City Traffc Engineer
City of Santa Clarita
23920 Valencia Boulevard
Santa Clarita, CA 91355

Mrs. Beverly Folks
1931 Shadybrook Dr.
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

Rabie Rahmani
Senior Traffc Engineer
City of Santa Clarita
23920 Valencia Boulevard
Santa Clarta. CA 91355

Department of Cultural Affairs
Los Angeles City Cultural Heritage Comm.
433 South Spring St., 10th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 900 13

Mr. Thomas F. Andrews
Historical Society of Southern California
200 East A venue 43
Los Angeles, CA 90031
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Sierra Club-Los Padres Chapter
P.O. Box 90924
Santa Barbara, CA 93910

Tetra Tech, Inc.
4213 State Street, Suite 100
Santa Barbara, CA 9~ 110

Mrs. Linda Hoyer
Chapter Director
Sierra Club-Angeles Chapter
3435 Wilshire Blvd., # 320
Los Angeles, CA 900 1 0-1904

Alan Salazar
2507 Harbor Boulevard #3
Ventura, CA 93001

California Native Plant Society
1722 J. Street, Suite 17
Sacramento, CA 95814

Charlie Cook
32835 Santiago Road
Acton, CA 93510

California Wildlife Federation
2331 Alhambra Blvd., Ste 300
Sacramento, CA 95817

Oakbrook Park Chumash Interpretive Center
3290 Lang Ranch Parkway
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360

Mr. JOM R. Zeigler
Public Affairs

Auto Club of Southern California
3333 Fairview Rd.

Costa Mesa, CA 92626

Rudy Ortega
Gabrielino/Fernandino
1 1640 Rincon A venue
Sylmar, CA 91342-5455

Jim Gorley
Manager of Environmental Field Operations
Union Pacific Railroad
833 E. 8th St.
Stockton, CA 95206

Connie Worden Roberts
President
Santa Clarita Valley Chamber of Commerce
27075 Littlerock Drive
Santa Clarita, CA 91354

Southern California Edison Company
P.O. Box 600
Rosemead, CA 91771

Barbara Wampole
Vice Chair '
Friends of the Santa Clara River
28006 San Marinez Grande Road
Saugus, CA 91384

Southern California Gas Company
Valencia Base - M.L. 8228
24650 A venue Rockefeller
Valencia, CA 91355

Ron Bottorf

Chair
Friends of the Santa Clara River
660 Randy Drive
Newbury Park, CA 91320

Francisco Uribe
Public Affairs Manager
General Telephone
11333 Sepulveda Blvd.
Missiona Hills, CA 91345

Lynne Plambeck
Santa Clarta Organization for Planning the
Environment (SCOPE).
PO Box 1182

Santa Clarita, CA 91386

Mr. Jim Harter

The Newhall Ranch Company
P.O. Box 55000
Valencia, CA 91385-9974

Santa Clarta Oak Conservancy
Attn: Cynthia Neal-Hars
P.O. Box 520
Saugus, CA 91380
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Hamburger Hamlet Restaurant
Attn: Steven Kelley
6914 Hollywood Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90028
El Torito Restaurant
27510 The Old Road
Valencia, CA 91355

Dan Duncan
SafetylEnvironmental Manager
Six Flags Magic Mountain
26101 Magic Mountain Parkway
Valencia, CA 91355

Red Lobster Restaurant
27524 The Old Road
Valencia, CA 91355

Wendy's Restaurant
Four Comers, Inc.
Attn: R.B. Montgomery, Jr.
P.O. Box 9789

Bakersfield, CA 93389-9789

Six Flags Magic Mountain Gift Shop
27544 The Old Road
Valencia, CA 91355

Marie Callender's #97
27630 The Old Road
Valencia, CA 91355
Attn: Greg Morin

Hilton Garden Inn
27710 The Old Road
Valencia, CA 91355

Chevron Station USA
27549 The Old Road
Valencia, CA 91355

,

Best Western Ranch House Inn
27413 Championship Way
Valencia, CA 91355

Abel Hernandez
California Highway Patrol, Newhall Area
28648 The Old Road
Valencia, CA 91355

Curt Kendall
23916 Sarda Road
Valencia, CA 91355
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7.0 CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION

7.1 AGENCY COORDINATION

The federal, state, and local agencies that were contacted durng the course of preparng this document are
listed below.

FEDERAL AGENCIES

United States Ary Corps of Engineers
Aaron Allen, Los Angeles Distrct, Regulatory Branch

STATE AGENCIES

California Deparment of Fish and Game
Maurice Cardenas, Biologist

LOCALIRGIONAL AGENCIES

Los Angeles County
Syed Ali
Dean Radle
Darl Koutnik, Biologist

Paul Halter and Richard Siden, Los Angeles County Flood Control Maintenance

Department

OTHER ORGANIZATIONS

South Central Coastal Informtion Center, University of California, Los Angeles Institute of
Archaeology

7.2 PROJECT PERMITTING REQUIREMENTS

The proposed project would. affect one drainage of the Santa Clara Ri ver that is considered waters of the
United States under jurisdiction of the ACOE and CDFG. Section 404 of the Clean Water Act requires a
permt for discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the United States. Constrction in the
drainage would also require a Streambed Alteration Agreement from the CDFG. Under Section 401 of
the Clean Water Act, "Any applicant for a Federal license or permt to conduct any activity including but
not limited to, the construction or operation of facilties, which may result in a discharge into navigable
waters, shall provide the licensing or permtting agency a certification from the State...." Therefore, a
Section 401 Water Quality Certification or waiver would also be required from LARWQCB.

A Natural River Management Plan (NR) (ACOE and CDFG 1998) was developed for projects and
activities carried out by the Valencia Company in the Santa Clarta Valley that may affect the Santa Clara
River. The plan specifies mitigation measures for projects requiring a ACOE 404 permt and/or a CDFG
1601/1603 Streambed Alteration Agreement. A 404 permt (Permt Number 94-O504-BAH) was issued
by the ACOE, a Streambed Alteration Agreement and Incidental Take permt (Numbers 5-502-97 and
2081-1998-49-5 respectively) were issued by CDFG,and a Waste Discharge Requirement (Order
Numbe 1-104) was issued by RWQCB. The Valencia Company wil apply for an amendment to the
existing 1- ~rmts for the proposed project.

I."(:,
:,'¡
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Most projects proposed within an SEA require individual site level analysis through a Conditional Use
Permt (CUP) process with Los Angeles County and specific biotic sureys are required for review by the
Los Angeles County Significant Ecological Area Technical Advisory Commttee (SEATAC) as par of
the environmental review process (County of Los Angeles 1990). Caltrans projects, however, are not
subject to Los Angeles County perrts, and therefore, the proposed project would be exempt from this

process (Koutnik 1999). However, although development is not prohibited in SEAs, it should be

designed to preserve the SEA and assure its ongoing viability according to the City of Santa Clarita
General Plan (1991). Coordination with the City of Santa Clarta and Los Angeles County. therefore, is
recommended to remain consistent with local policies.

According to the Los Angeles County Oak Tree Ordinance, oak trees located 'within unincorporated
Los Angeles County wil not be removed or encroached upon unless an oak tree permt is obtained ffrst.
An oak tree permt application must include an oak tree report. that documents the location, size, and
health of each oak tree that is greater than 8 inches in diameter when measured at 4'1 feet above natural

grade and located within 200 feet of the APE of the proposed project. Therefore, an oak tree permt from
the County of Los Angeles is required for the proposed project for the removal of or encroachment on any
valley oaks or other oaks located within unincorporated Los Angeles County (the area east and west of
1-5).

The City of Santa Clarta also has an Oak Tree Preservation Ordinance that has requirements similar to
those for Los Angeles County Oak Tree Ordinance. An oak tree permt is also required from the City of
Santa Clarta to remove or encroach upon any oak tree located on public or private property in the City
and that is greater than 6 inches in circumference when measured at 4'1 feet above natural grade. The oak
tree perrt application also requires an oak tree report that documents the location, size. and health of

each oak tree located within 200 feet of the APE of the proposed project. Therefore, an oak tree perrt is

required from the City of Santa Clarta for the proposed project for the removal of or encroachment on
any coast live oaks or other oaks located within the City of Santa Clarita (the area east and west of 1-5).

Table 7-1 provides a summry of the permts required for the proposed project.

A SCAQMD permt for asbestos may be required for potential exposure tu ACMs in the Magic Mountain
Parkway structure and buildings to be demolished.

Table 7-1

Petmts Required for the I-5/Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange Improvements Project

Permit
Section 404 Permt Amendmene
Section 401 Water Quality Certification2
1603 Streambed Alteration Agreement
Amendment
Oak Tree Permt
Oak Tree Permt

Re~ulatory A~ency
USACOE
LARWQCB
CDFG

County of Los Angeles Deparment. of Regional Planning
Department of Community Development of the ,City of
Santa Clarita

I - Consultation with the USFWS may be required pursuant to section 7 of the federal Endangered Species Act.
2 - An amendment to the existing permt will be applied for, if necessar.

Notes:
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8.0 REFERENCES

Ary Corps of Engineers (ACOE)

Department of the Anny Pennit. Permt Number 94-00504-BAR Los Angeles District, U.S.
Ary Corps of Engineers. California.

Ary Corps of Engineers and California Deparment ofFish and Game (ACOE and CDFG)
1998 Final Environmental Impact ReportStatement. 404 Permt and 1603 Streambed

Alteration Agreement for Portions of the Santa Clara River and its Tributares, Los Angeles

County. August 1998. Prepared by U.S. Ary Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles Distrct and
California Deparment ofFish and Game, Region 5.

Ary Corps of Engineers and California Deparment ofFish and Game (ACOE and CDFG)
1998 Pennitted Projects and Activities ("Natural RiverManagement Plan"). November 1998.
Prepared by U.S. Ary Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles District and California Deparment of
Fish and Game, Region 5. Streambed. Alteration Agreement. Permttee/Operator: Valencia
Company.

Ary Corps of Engineers and Çalifornia Deparment ofFish and Game (ACOE and CDFG)
l998 Revised Mitigation Measures, Natural River Management Plan. November 1998.
Prepared by U.S. Ary Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles Distnct and California Deparment of
Fish and Game, Region 5. Streambed Alteration Agreement. Permttee/Operator: Valencia
Company.

Allen, Aaron
1999 Personal corrunication. U.S. Ary Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles Distrct,
Regulatory Branch. Los Angeles, CA.

Austin-Foust Associates. Inc.
1998a Valencia Area Interchanges with 1-5, Traffc Forecast Data. ApnL.

Austin-Foust Associates, Inc.
1998b Magic Mountain Parkway at 1-5, Traffc Forecast Volumes. September.
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Baskin, Jonathan
1999 Personal communication. Biologist, S,m Marno. Environmental Consultats, San
Manno, California.

California Department ofFish and Game (CDFG)
1997 List of California Terrestrial Natural Communities Recognized by the Natural Diversity
Database. December 1997 Edition. CDFG Natural Heritage Division, Natural Diversity Data
Base. Sacramento, CA. .

California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG)
1998a Special Animals. Natural Heritage Division. Natural Diversity Data Base. March.

California Deparment of Fish and Game (CDFG)
1998b Search of the Rarefind Natural Diversity DataBase (NDDB). Conducted on April 17.
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California Deparment ofFish and Game (CDFG)
1999a Query of the Rarefind Data Base (Newhall 7.5 Minute United States Geological Survey

Quadrangle). Natural Diversity Data Base. Natural Heritage Division. California Deparment of
Fish and Game. June 14.

California Deparment of Fish and Game (CDFG)
1999b Special Plants List. California Deparment of Fish and Game, Natural Diversity Data

Base. Januar. Biannual publication, Mimeo. 119p.

California Deparment of Fish and Game (CDFG)
Mitigation Measures and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP). Valencia
Company, Revised Valencia Natural River Management Plan, CDFG Streambed Alteration
Agreement, Notif. No. 5-502-97, CDFG Incidenta Take Permt No. 2051-1998-49-5. California
Department ofFish and Game, Region 5. San Diego, CaliforIa.

Californa Deparment of Fish and Game (CDFG)
Valencia company Master 1603 Lake or Streambed Alteration Agreement (Notification No. 5-
502-97). California Deparment ofFish and Game, Region 5. San Diego, California.

California Deparment of Transportation (Caltrans)
1995a Environmental Handbook, Volume 1, (version 1.5), Environmental Process, Procedures,
and Documentation.

California Department of Transporttion (Caltrans)
1995b Environmental Handbook, Volume 2, Cultural Resources.

California Deparment of Transportation (Caltrans)
1998 Memorandum from Tahirih Smith, T.P., to Elaheh Yadeger, Sr., T.E. June 8.

California Deparment of Transportation (Caltrans)
1999a Comments on the Preliminary Draft Interstate 5/Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange
Improvements. (November 22). Los Angeles, California.

Califoria pepartment of Transportation (Caltrans)
1999b Project Study Report on Route 5 at the 1-5/Route 126 (Magic Mountain Parkway)

Interchange on Route 126 from 1-5 to McBean Parkway. Prepared by IWA Engineers. May
1999.

Californa Deparment of Transportation (Caltrans)
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9.0 ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

On the basis of this Initial Study, it has been determned that the appropriate environmental document for
the proposal is a Negative Declaration. The proposal wil not have a significant effect on the
environment.

~I!~RONAL OS KI _ .,) .
-:~on~tal Planning Branch

~rnject~an~~

ka,~ 6, ¿ooot? Date

fA tr G. 2.
Date

Draft Initial Study/EnvlronmenfBl Assessment
Interstate 5/aglc Mountain Parkway Interchange and Related Improvements
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10.0

ACHP
ACOE
ACM
ADT
APE
AQMP
ASTM

BMP

CAA
CAAQS
Cal EP A
Caltrans
CATV
CCAA
CDFG
CEQ
CEQA
CFR
CHP
CIP
CMP
CNDDB
CNEL
CNPS
CO
CRH
CSC
CUP
CWA
cy

dB
dBA
DHV
DPR
DTSC

E
EA
EIR
EIS
EPCRA
ESA

FE

ACRONYS AND ABBREVIATIONS

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
U.S. Ary Corps of Engineers

asbestos containing material

average daily traffic
Area of Potential Effects
Air Quality Management Plan
American Society for Testing and Materials

Best Management Practice

Clean Air Act
California Ambient Air quality Stadards
California Environmental Protection Agency
California Department of Transportation
cable and television
California Clean Air Act
California Deparment of Fish and Game
Council of Environmental Quality
California Environmental Quality Act
Code of Federal Regulations
California Highway Patrol
Capital Improvements Program
Congestion Management Program
California Natural Diversity Data Base
Community Noise Equivalent Level
California Native Plant Society

carbon monoxide
California Register of Historic Resources
California species of special concern
Conditionaf Use Permt
Clean Water Act
cubic yards

decibel
A-weighted decibel
design hourly volumes
Draft Project Report
California Deparment of Toxic Substances Control

state endangered
Environmental Assessment
Environmental Impact Report
Environmental Impact Statement
Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act
Endangered Species Act

federal endangered
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FEMA
FHA
FONSI
FSC

HOV
H2S

1-5

ICU
is
ISA
ISÆA

km
LACDPW
LACTMA
LARWQCB
Ldn
Leq
LOS

mph

ND
NEPA
NHA
NMS
N02
NPDES
NR
NR
03

P
Pb
PM 10

PRC

RCR
RCRA
RTIP
RTP
RWQCB

SAR
SCAQMD
SCAG

Federal Emergency Management Agency
Federal Highway Administrtion
Finding of No Significant Imact
federal species of concern

high occupancy vehicle
hydrogen sulfide

Interstate 5

Intersection Capacity Utilzation
Initial Study
Initial Site Assessment
Initial StudyÆnvironmental Assessment

kilometers per hour

Los Angeles County Deparment of Public Works
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transporttion Authority

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
day-night average sound level
equivalent noise levels
Level of Service

miles per hour

Negative Declaration

National Environmental Policy Act
National Historic Preservation Act
National Marne Fisheries Service
nitrogen dioxide
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
National Register of Historic Places
Natural River Management Plan

ozone

California Deparment of Fish and Game protected species
lead
pariculate matter 10 microns or less in diameter

Public Resources Code

Route Concept Report

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
Regional Transportation Improvement Program
Regional Transportation Plan
Regional Water Quality Control Board

Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act
South Coast Air Quality Management Distrct
Southern California Association of Governments
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SCVCTM
SEA
SEATAC
SHELL
SHPO
S02
SR
STAA
STIP
SWPPP

T AS AS
TEA
TMP

U.S.c.
U.S. EPA
USFWS
UST

vph

Santa Clarta Valley Consolidated Traffc Model
Significant Ecological Area
Significant Ecological Area Technical Advisory Commttee
Subsystem of Highways for the Movement of Extralegal Permt Loads
State Historic Preservation Offcer
sulfur oxide
State Route
Surace Transportation Assistance Act
State Transporttion Imrovement Program
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan

Traffc Accident Surveilance and Analysis System
Transportation Effciency Act
Traffic Management Plan

U.S. Code
U.S. Environm~ntal Protection Agency
U.S. Fish and Wildlife

underground storage tank

vehicles per hour
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NEGATIV HPSR FORM

California Deparent of Transporton

L HIGHWAY PROJECT DESCRITION AN LOCATION

Distict County Route Post Miles Charge Unit Expenditure Authorization

7 Los Angeles Interstate 5 07-LA-126 PM 5.8417,08 170 18700
05-LA-05 PM 52.7/53,9 

Description: Interstate 5 (I-5)/Magic Mountan Parkway Interchange, Los Angeles County, California. Improvements
consist of upgrding the treeway interchange at Magic Mountan Parkway (SR-126) and 1-5 and widening and
realigning Magic Mountan Parkway trom The Old Road west ofI-5 to Fairway's Entrce (and possibly to McBean
Parkway) east of 1-5,

2. ARA OF POTENTIAL EFFECTS

Description: The area of potential effects (APE) includes all portions ofihe 1-5!Magic Mountain interchange and
surrounding land that could be afected by the proposed improvements and related construction and road-
widening/realigning efforts, A map of the APE is attched.

3. SOURCES CONSULTED

Month ear

rn
rn
rn
rn
rn
rn
rn

National Register of Historic Places and updates to:
OHP Databases of Determinations of Eligibility and updates to:
Califonnia Historical Landmarks and updates to:
California Points of Historical Interest and updates to:
California Inventory of Historical Resources
Caltras Historic Highway Bridge Inventory

Archaeological Site Records

Februar 2000

Februar 2000

Februar 2000

Februar 2000

Februar 2000

Februar 2000

Februar 2000

rn City of Los Angeles Historic-Cultural Monuments Februar 2000

rn Other (Historic maps on fie at South Centrl Coastal Information Center (SCCIC)) Februar 2000

4. LIST OF A IT ACHED DOCUMENTATION

i: Negative Archaeological Survey Report

o Correspondence Û'om SHPO
rn Post- I 945 MOU Short-form HASR
rn Caltrans Historic Highway Bridge Inventory print-out

rn Map of APE
i: Other (Vicinity Map)

Recommended for Approval:

I

ing Brach

3/Z//o
· Date

Approved:



6. FHWADETRMINATION

Check One:

o A. No cultu resources are present within or adjacent to the project's APE.

~ B, The only cultural resources present within or adjacent to the project's APE are:

~ Post-1945, Moved or Altered Pre-I 945 buildings treated in accordance with the Post-I 945 MOU
o Buildings or strctues previously detennined ineligible in consultation with the SHPO

IE Bridges listed as Category 5 in the Caltran Histonc Highway Bndge Inventory

7, FHWA TRNSPORTATION ENGINEER APPROVAL

~I s~es ~ co.iiplete and satisfactory. The requirements of 36 CFR § 800 hav~, been :ompieted.~'CC~i L y:~ "3 ! "2 /t.Name . . Date



07-LA-S LOG OF BRIGES ON STATE mGHWA YS - DISTRCT 7
OCTOBrR-i~

Stctre
YNrBrdgi sttu Nam. Typ Bridge

YNt W1 PfL oc2tion Number or Discn tJon Main . A r Lenath Width Built Ex Ritina ~07-LA-5

0453 531519M EAST eYN eHANN ee LA 11.8 2 196 PP~P?041.55 53 154 RTE ST/40 SEP Qae LA 108~2 10.9 2 1974 PPPF=?
041.57 531133 RTE 5140 SEP ea LA 68.2 34.7 1 196 pppp ~
041.60 JC RTE 40
042.65 53 1115 ROXFORD ST ue cae LA 44.8 54.2 3 196 1971 pP~p==

R 04.83 53199 SAN FERN RD OH
Qa 76.2 9,7 2 1975 ppppDR 04.84 53 073 SAN FERN RO OH Qae LA 116,7 58.2 4 1975 PPPP?

R 04.99 53198F sweONNEeTR 0 cae LA 23,3 9.7 8 7.82 7.82 1975 ppppp04.01 JC RT 210
R 04.01 5319BF RTë 210. SEP Qae LA 189.9 19.2 5 4.80 4,77 1975 PPPP?
R 04.01 53 19BF RTë 210. SEP Qae LA 189.9 19.2 5 5.41 1975 ppppp
R 04.40 53 1011 LA AQUEDUCT eH CS

LA 14.9 1 195 1970 ppppp
R 04.41 53 1012 LA AQUEDUCT eG LA 21,3 10.3 1 1970 ppppp
R 04.43 53 198 BALBOA av oe cae 20.8 12.1 7 4,97 5.2 2.1 0.6 1971 ppppp
R 04.81 53 198 S TRueKRTE SE ea 42.6 59.1 1 1971 ppppp
R 04.87 53 198 W SYR OH cae LA 167.9 27.4 6 1971 ppppp i(
R 04.87 53 198 W SYLR OH Qac-ae 165,5 27,4 5 1971 PPPPP ¡(R 04.2 53 196K SAN FERN RD oe cae LA 150,0 7,3 4 1971 PPPPP
R 04,52 53 196 RTE 145 SOH Qac-ae 34,3 15,5 8 7,62 7.82 1971 PPGCR 04.52 53 196 RTE 145 SOH Qac-ae 34.3 15.5 8 7.18 1971 PPGO
R 04.58 JC RTE 14
R 04.58 53196F RT 145 SOH

Qa 483 15,5 10 7.82 6.9 1971 PPPPP
R 04.58 53 27F 1.c CONN & OH Qac 48,3 15.5 10 7.82 6.93 199 PPPPP
R 04.58 53 27G 145 SEP & OH

LA 317.0 15.5 7 199 PPPPP
R 04.69 53 196F SOUT CONN OC Qac-ae 40.1 9.7 9 7.82 7.82 1971 PPPGR 04.69 53 196F SOUT CONN oe QaC-Be 40.1 9.7 9 1971 PPPGG
C 04.73 53 27 14. SEP& OH

LA 317,0 15.5 7 7.82 199 PPPPP
e 04.75 53 27 14. CONN & OH oae 41 15.5 10 7.82 199 PPPPP
e 04.75 53 27F 14. CONN & OH oae 483 15.5 10 7.62 199 ppppp
R 04,88 53 195 N TRUCK RTE SE ea 12.5 524 1 1971 PPPPP
R 04.58 53 179 WELDON eYN oe cae 67.0 9.7 2 5.13 5.33 1.5 196 PPPPP
R 04.83 53 27 GAVIN CANY ue oae 23.2 . 20.1 3 199 PPPPP
R 04,83 53 27R GAVIN CA ue Qae

23.2 20,1 3 199 PPPPP
R 04.03 53 179 CALGROVE av ue Qa

SCTA 44.5 20,1 1 196 ppppp
R 04,03 53 179 CALGROVE BV ue Qa

seTA 44.5 20.1 1 196 PPPPP
R 04.2 53 2139 WILE CANY eH ee

18.2 524 3 196 PPPPP
R 05.3 53 178 pieo LYONS oe SGA

96.9 14.0 2 4,72 5.18 1.5 196 PPPOO
R 05,80 53 2SL aU1 CA BR Qa

41.3 20,7 1 199 PPPPP
R 05.80 53 28R aU1 CANY aR Qa

41,3 20.7 1 199 PPPPP
R OS1.44 53 20 MCBEAN PKW 0 SG

86.2 9.7 2 5.63 5.38 1.5 196 PPGOO
R 0547 53 1815 VALNCIA av OC SGA seTA 75.0 9.7 2 5.9 5.18 1.5 196 PPPGG

./ R 05,55 53162L RTE 5126 SEP
CGe seTA 54.2 20.1 4 196 PPPPP

./ R 05,55 53 162R RTE 5126 SEP CGe seTA 54.2 20.1 4 196 PPPPP
R 05,57 JC RT 126 RT
R 05,70 53 06 SANTA CLARA R

SGA seTA 22.9 20.3 7 196 xxR 05,70 53 06 SANTA CLARA R
SGA seTA 22,9 20,8 7 196 xxR 05,94 53 06L SANTA CLARA OH CGe seTA 48.4 20.1 3 196 PPPPP

R 05,94 53 06R SANTA CLARA OH
CGC 48.4 20,1 3 196 PPPPP

R 05.17 53 168L RYE eYN RO UC
QIH-GH seTA 48.7 20.1 3 196 PPPPP

R 05,17 53 168 RYE eYN RD UC
QIH-GH seTA 48.7 20,1 3 196 PPPPP

R 05.2 531871M NEWLLRH DRN ec
7.9 25.6 2 196 PPPPP

R 05.48 JeT,RYE 128 LTR 05,48 53 162 RTë 126 SEP cae seTA 108.5 9.4 4 5,66 5.81 0,6 196 PPPPP
R 05,48 53162G RTE 126 SEP cae seTA 108.5 9.4 4 0.6 196 PPPPP
R 05.48 53 269 RTE 126 5 SEP cae 108.5 9.4 4 5.33 5,43 0,6 196 PPPPP
R 05,12 53180 HONOR RHO R oe SGA

84.4 8.5 3 5,10 5.2 0.6 0.6 196 PPPPP
R 05.2 53 00L CASTAIC CREEK cae 76.2 20.1 3 196 PPPPP
R 05.2 53 00R CAST Aie CREEK cae 76.2 20,1 3 196 ppppp
R 05.60 53 180 HASLE eYN R 0 SGA 67.6 8,5 2 5.13 5,41 0,6 0,6 196 xxR05.70 53 23 PARKE ROAD DN ee

8,5 40.2 2 196 PPPPP
R 05.01 53 190 PARKE ROAD oe eac

70.7 . 10.9 2 5.05 5.00 1.5 196 PPPPP
R 05,49 53 190L LK HUGHES R ue cae 57.9 25,0 3 196 pppp;;
R 05.49 53 190R LK HUGHES R ue cae 57.9 20.1 3 196 PPPPP
R 05.95 53 190 RTE 5 5 SEP S Qae 148.1 20.1 " 5,05 196 ppppi:R 05.95 53 19Q RTE 5 5 SEP S oae 148.1 20.1 4 196 PPPPP
R 06.20 53 2014l VlOUN MAR eYN

MP 6.7 20.1 1 196 PPPPP
R 06,52 53 00R PALOMAS WASH ese 14.0 20,' 2 1951 1969 PPPP;:

Page 8 .
CalTrans Div ot Strctres. Office ot Strctre Maintenance ana Invet:;a::
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STRUCTUR ES MAINTENANCE SYSTEH - HSSALL PAGE 150

j :

HISTORICAL SIGNIFICANCE - STATE BR IDGES

~!STRICT 07

-----~----------------- --- ---- ----------- -- - ----- -------------------------
3R! DGE lOCATION STRUCTURE HISTORICAL
~iU ~ B E R CO-RTE-PM NAME CITY SIGNIFICANCE----- ----- - ------ - ----------------- -- ----- ------ ----- -- ------- ------------

S3 1604 LA -OIO-ROOA51 . BUNDY DRIVE UC LA 553 1605 LA -010-R00482 BAR R I NGTN A UC LA 5, - 1606 L'A -OlO-R005a7 COLBY AVE PUC LA 5:3 1608 LA -010-R00865 CORNING ST UC LA 5- " 16085 LA -010-R00865 CORNING ST UC LA 5
' -
:3 1609 LA -0 1 O-R 0088 3 LA CNG-VEN SEP LA 5:3 16095 LA -010-R00883 LA CNG-VEN SEP LA 553 1610G LA -010-R00901 BALLONA CREEK LA 5:3 16115 LA -010-R00902 BALLONA CREEK LA 5:3 1612F LA -010-R00914 BALLONA CREEK LA 5- " 1615 LA -010-R00631 NATIONAL BL OC LA 5
' -
:3 1616 LA -010-R00640 OVER LAND AV OC LA 5;~ 1617 LA -010-R00612 WESTWOOD BL UC LA 5. .. 1618 LA -605-R01867 GOLF COURS PUC IDY 5
' -
:3 1619E LA -405- 00346 AC'CESS RD UC LBCH 5: 3 1620 "LA -OIO-R00489 GATEWAY BLD UC LA 5~ .) 1621L LA -014- 03253 LOST CYN RD UC 5:3 1621R LA - 014- 03253 LOST CYN RD UC 5:3 1623 LA -010-R00556 SE PU L VEDA B UC LA 5:3 1!!25L LA -005-R05355 RTE 5 126 SEP 53 1625R LA -00S-R05355 RTE 5 126 SEP 5:3 1626G LA -OO5-R05548 RTE 126/5 SEP 5:3 1627G LA -010-R00528 NORTHW CONN OC LA 5

I
:3 1628 LA -01 O-R 0 0 54 3 RTE 10/405 SEP LA 5 .;¡

.'j: 3 1629F LA -405- 02962 NE CONHECTR OC LA 5 :,1
'I:3 1630G LA -405- 02943 SW CONNECTR OC LA 5
j

:3 1631 LA -605-R02009 S CONNECTOR UC BWP 5
:'1S3 1631G LA -605-R02009 5 CDNECTOR UC BWP 5
!

:3 1632 LA -60S-R02017 RTE 605/10 SEP BWP 5 ii:3 1632H LA -60S-R02017 RTE 605/10 SEP B!4P 5 :¡:~ ¡ 633 LA -605- 02027 N CONNECTOR UC BWP 5 !

j~3 1633G LA -010- 03118 N CONN UC B14P 5 .'1: 3 1634 LA -010-ROOS99 COVENTRY PL UC LA 5
¡: :3 163SS LA -110- 02453 . STADIUM WAY OC LA 5

';j

:3 1637F LA - 0 1 0 -'R 0 0 5 6 5 SE COlHHECTR OC LA 5 .~

j:3 1638G LA -405- 02942 SEPULVEDA B UC LA 5 ¡ii:~ 1639L LA -126-R00566 FRmlTGE RD UC 5 .:t:3 163,R LA -126-R00566 FROHTGE RD UC 5
'j

"I1640 LA - 01 0 - ROO 5 7 6 "
:3 MILITARY AV UC LA 5 ii

\
:3 1641 W

W VALLEY BL PP IDY:~ 1642M LA -710- 02556 LAGU~~A CHAHNEL MONP 5;3 l643M LA -710- 02612 LAGUNA CHANNE L MONP 5, .. 1644 LA -170-R01563 CHAUDLER BV OH LA 5
-

. " 164S LA -60S-ROOS81 ALOHDRA BV UC NRW 5

.-
; :3 1646 LA -60S-R00632 FAIRTON 5T UC NRW 5. .. 1. 647 LA -605-R00640 EXCELSIOR DR U NRW 5: 648 LA -60 5-R 0 0 6 8.1 ROSECRANS AV U NRW S- : 649 LA -605-ROO710 LEFFNGWELL PUC NRW 5- :'650 LA -605-ROO734 FOSTER ROAD UC NRW 5
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DEPARTMEN OF TRSPORTATION
NEGATIVE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY REPORT
DPD-P-25 (REV '21)

.~-~. ,.
..

Distr Co Roue Pos Mil Ch Un Ex Auti7 Los Angeles . Interstate 5 07-LA-126 PM 5.84n.08 170 18700
05-LA-05 PM 52.7/53.9

I. HIGHWAY PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Description: Interstate 5 (1-5)/Magic Mountain Parkay Interchange, Los Angeles County, Califomia. Interchange
improvements consist of upgrading the freeway interchange at Magic Mountain Parkay (SR-126) and 1-5 and widening
and realigning Magic Mountain Parkay from The Old Road west of 1-5 to Fairway's Entrance (and possibly to McBean
Parkway) east of 1-5.

II. STUDY FINDINGS

No prehistoric materials or historic-period archaeological resources were observed within the project Area of Potential
Effect (APE) and the potential for subsurface deposits is consìdered low, No further archaeological work should be
necessary unless project plans change to include unsurveyed areas. If buried cultural materials are encountered in the
immediate area during constructon. it is Caltrans policy that Work in that area must halt until a qualified archaeologist can
evaluate the nature and significance of the find (Caltrans Environmental Handbook, Volume 2).

NAME(S) OF SURVEYOR(S)
II. INTRODUCTION

qUAL/FICA TIONS

B,A, Anthropology; 10 years
archaeological experience in California

DA TE(S) OF FIELDWORK

July 9, 1999Evelyn N. Chandler

Valerie M. Van Hemelryck B.A. in progress, Anthropology,
A.A., Anthropology, 7 years
archaeological experience in California

July 9, 1999

PRESENT ENVIRONMENT:
The project area consists of rpllng hils and fields surrounding a commercial area consisting of restaurants, hotels, a gas
station, and the intersection of the 1-5 and Magic Mountain Parkay. Natural vegetation in the project area consists of oak
trees (Quercus spp,j, dense low weeds, and grasses. Non-native eucalyptus trees (Eucalyptus sp.) were planted in a
culvert bordering the 1-5 freeway, Observed fauna include cottontail rabbits (Sylvilagus audubonit). small rodents,
squirrels, and numerous bird species. The soil consists predominantly of coarse sand with gravel. Larger rocks are
scattered throughout the project area, The project area is located at an elevation of approximately 1,100 and 1,200 feet
above mean sea leveL. It is directly south of the Santa Clara River, 2Y2 miles west of Bouquet Canyon, and 3 miles north
of Pico Canyon.

ETHNOGRAPHY:
The primary Native American group known to have ocupied the region encompassing the project area is the Tataviam.
Ethnographic resources consulted for group identification consist of Gorr 1998 and King and Blackbum 1978,

IV.

NA nOHAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES (X J

CALIFORNIA INVENTORY OF HISTORIC RESOURCES (X J

SOURCES CONSULTED

CALIFORNIA HISTORICAL LANDMARKS (X J

Monlh -- Year

February 2000
Year

2000
Year

2000
ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE RECORDS (X J (Name(s) of Inst~u\ios)) California Historical Resources Information System,
South Central Coastal Information Center. University of Califomia, Los Angeles, February 2000,

Continue on Reverse Side



DEPARTMENT OF TRSPORTATION
NEGATIVE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY REPORT
OTHER

The following sources were consulted:

",¡'-,
I:

..' ',-,-

The California Offce of Historic Preservation Databases of Determinations of Eligibilit, California Points of Historical
Interest, Cit of Los Angeles Historic-Cultural Monuments. Historic Maps at the South Central Coastal Information Center,
and the Caltrans Highway Bridge Inventory.

RESULTS

The record search conducted with the South Central Coastal Information Center locted at the University of Califomia,
Los Angeles revealed that 5 surveys hiive been completed within 0,5 mile of the APE. Four of these surveys have
included parts of the APE (Davis 1990; Hawthorne 1981; Peak and Associates 1992; Scientific Resourc Surveys, Inc,
1989), These surveys have cover~d approximately 79 percent of the total APE. The surveys were all conducted between
1981 and 1992, One additional survey has been conducted just outside of and west of the project area (Sikand
Engineering Associates 1978),

The record seàrch identified no known cultural resources within the APE. One site has been recorded within 0,5 mile of
the APE. The site (CA-LAN-2190H), a Southern Pacific Railroad bridge. was built in 1898, It is locted approximately175 meters (575 feet) north of the APE, .

V. FIELD METHODS

Although the majority of the APE (approximately 80%) had been previously surveyed for cultural resourcs. a field survey
of the entire APE was. conducted on July 9. 1999 for this project. The APE was examined for evidence of cultural
materials using systematic transec intervals of 10 to 15 meters apart, This transect .interval was deemed appropriate
based on the negative results of the record search and previous surveys in the area. During the field survey, general
notes were taken on the environmental setting and condition of the project area, as well as disturbances including modem
debris scattered in the area. No diffculties were encountered during the survey. which inhibited visibilit of the ground
surface, The entire APE was intensively surveyed. No prehistoric or historic-period archaeological sites were identified in
the APE asa result of the field survey,

Vi. REMARKS

VII. CERTIFICATION
Tdle

Lead Archaeological Surveyor

Hie

.s~NI() ¿ IJÛI/MCWGGj T -( ~

dO

VII. MAPS

District Location () U.S.G,S. IX) Newhall, California 1952/1988 (photorevised)) Project (APE) Map IX) (See Negative HPSR Form)
Quale Name Dale

(Delineate area eX acl surey on Proec Map or largest scle map available.)

YES (X) (
File Numbe

NO( )
LX, PHOTOGRAPHS

ATTACHED (X) (OPTIONAL)



DEPARThENT OF TRNSPORTATION
NEGATIVE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY REPORT

X.

. .1.:: ',~ '.

BIBLIOGRAPHY
" '"' -'

Califomia Department of Transportation
1988 Environmental Handbook, Vol. II. State of Califomia, Departent of Transporttion, Saaamento,
Califomia,

Davis, Gene
1990 Mobil M-70 Pipeline Replacement Project. Cultural Resource. Survey Report. Prepared for Mobil Oil
Corporation. On file at the South Central Coastal Information Center. University of Califomia, Los Angeles,

Gorr, Conner

1998 Tataviam. In The Gale encyclopedia of Nauve American Tribes, Volume IV. California. Pacific Northwest.
Pacific Islands. Sharon Malinawski, Anne Sheets, Jeffey Lehman, and Melissa Walsh Doig, editors, pp. 177-
179,

Hawthome, Janice G,
1981 Letter Report of Archaeological Survey in Valencia, California. Prepared for Sikand Engineering
Associates, Van. Nuys, California, On file at the South Central Coastal Information Center, University of
Califomia, Los Angeles,

King, Chester and Thomas C, Blackburn
1978 Tataviam. In Handbook of North American Indians. Volume 8. Califomia. edited by R.F. Heizer, pp. 535-
549. Willam C, Sturtevant, general editor. Smithsonian Institute, Washington DC.

Peak and Associates
1992 Consolidated Report: Cultural Resource Studies for the Proposed Pacific Pipeline Project, Prepared for
L.W, Reed Consultants, Ine" Fort Collns, Colorado, On file at the South Central Coastal Information Center,
University of California, Los Angeles.

Scientific Resource Surveys, Inc.
1989 Archaeological Assessment, Reclaimed Water Distribution System, Los Angeles County, Califomia,
Preliminary Report. Prepared for Kennedy/JenkslChiiton, Irvine, California. On file at the South Central Coastal
Information Center, University of California, Los Angeles.

Sikand Engineering Associates
1978 environmental Impact Statement, Magic Mountain Resort. Zone Case Number 6089 (5), On file at the
South Central Coastal Information Center, University of Califomia, Los Angeles,
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HISTORlC ARCHITECTURAL SURVEY REPORT - MOU SHORT FORM
California Department of Transportation

i. HiGHW A \' PROJECT DESCRIPTION

District County Route Post Miles EA Charge Unit
7 Los Angeles Interstate 5 07-LA-126PM 5.8417.08 187000 170

05-LA-05 PM 52.7/53,9

Kilo Post

PROJECT DESCRlPTION

The proposed project consists of improvements to the interchange of Interstate Route 5 (Golden State
Freeway) and State Route 126 (Magic Mountain Parkway), a distance of 1.35 miles (2.17 kilometers), in
Los Angeles County, The project traverses the City of Santa Clarita and an unincorporated' area in Los
Angeles County, California, Right of way acquisitions are necessary at various locations for
improvements associated with the proposed project.

III. STUDY FINDINGS

All of the properties listed below, and indicated on the attached map, were found to qualify for treatment
under the December 20, 1989 "Memorandum of Understanding Regarding Evaluation of Post-1945
Buildings, Moved Pre-1945 Buildings, and Altered Pre-1945 Buildings," as updated 

in the "Interim
Post-1945 MOU Guidelines," of July 7, i 997. They do not appear to be eligible for inclusion in the
National Register of Historic Places because they are:

Post-1950 ( X ) Moved ( ) Substantially altered (

i Il. PROPERTY ADDRESSES

SEE A IT ACHED SHEETS/IV. DOLOGY
Researc~er

lItl-t.L .

DalO *-~?)

The properties in the study area for this project were reviewed
in the field ( ) from photographs ( X )

by the architectural historian named above who is specified in the MOU as being qualified to make the
required determination.

I V. SOURCES CONSULTED

National Register of Historic Places, updates to May 1999.............................( X)
California Inventory of Historic Resources,...................................................... ( X )

X :\Cuhural\MagicMtnPkwy\MOUShonFonn_MM.doc
02121/00 3:49 PM



. .."

California Historical Landmarks, 1996........................................................... ( X )
California Points of Historical Interest, 1997.................................................... ( X )
Caltrans Historic Bridge Inventory, 1986 .......................................~................( X )
Other: Los Angeles County Current Assessor's Records, Assessor's Files and Assessor's Archives

I VI. RESULTS OF RESEARCH

The buildings listed in the MOU Short Fonn are commercial buildings dating from the late 1960s through
the 1990s, None exhibit exceptional architectural merit. .

l VII. REMARKS

This report is intended to satisfy the historical aspects of cultural studies and does not reflect prehistoric
archaeological concerns that may need to be addressed as part of a Historic Properties Survey Report.

I VII. A IT ACHED DOCUMENT A nON

A. Maps (See Negative HPSR Fonn)
Project Location (X) Project Vicinity ( ) APE (X)
U.S.G.S. (X) Quad: (Newhall, California) Date: (1952/1988)
Sketch Map(s) (X) (Roadway Configurations with structures)

B, Photographs ( X) Date: (Februar i 8,2000)

C. Other:

IITTSBODCI IDatICullurallMagicMtnPkwyIMOUShonFonn.MM.doc 0212/00 3:56 PM
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CULTU REOURCES INNTORY FOR
IMROVEMENTS TO 1-5

AN MAGIC MOUNAI PARAY
LOS ANGELES COUNY, CALIFORN.

Map County Asessor's Street Addres Property Date
Number Parcel Number Description of Consruction

1 N/A Route 5/126 Brid~e 1625 L 1964
2 N/A Route 5/126 Bridge 1625 R. 1964
3 2826376 27430 The Old Road Hamburger 1989

Valencia Hamlet
Restaurant

4 2826374 27510 The Old Road EI Torito 1985
Valencia Restaurant

5 2826373 27524 The Old Road Red Lobster 1986
Valencia Restaurant

6 2826371 27544 The Old Road Wendy's 1984
and Valencia Restaurant

2826372
7 Located on the south-east Six Flags 1970

corner of The Old Road and Magic
Magic Mountain Parkway Mountain Gift

Shop
8 2826379 27630 The Old Road Marie 1983

Valencia Callender's
Restaurant

9 28263711 27710 The Old Road Hilton Garden 1991
Valencia Inn

10 2826-08-032 27549 Nort The Old Road Chevron 1985
Valencia Station USA

11 2861-0 1-028 27413 Championship Way Best Western 1965
Valencia Ranch House 1970 - 22 units

Inn 1977 - 64 units
12 Parcel 23-facilty location Land owned by Mobil Oil no date

Newhall Land & Farming Complex
Parcels 33, 34-Mobil Oil Tank 23823 Valencia Blvd,

Valencia
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View of a Non-Developed Portion of APE Looking West
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View of a Non-Developed Portion of APE Looking Northwest
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View of a Non-Developed Portion of APE Looking Nort
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View of a Non-Developed Portion of APE Looking Northwest
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View of 1-5 Bridges Over SR-126 Looking Northeast
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View ofI-5 Bridges Over SR-126 Looking East
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View of South Side of Hamburger Hamlet Restaurant Looking Northeast

View of West (Front) Side of Hamburger Hamlet Restaurant Looking East
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View of EI Torito Restaurant Looking Northeast

View of West (Front) Side ofEI Torito Restaurant Looking East
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View of West Side of Red Lobster Restaurant, Looking East
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View of North Side of Red Lobster Restaurant Looking South
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View of Wendy's Restaurant Looking Southeast

View of South Side of Wendy's Restaurant Looking North
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View of Six Flags Magic Mountain Gift Shop
Looking Northeast
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View of West Side of Six Flags Magic Mountain Gift Shop Lnoking East
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View of North Side of Marie Callender's Restaurant Looking South
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View of West Side of Marie Callender's Restaurant Looking East
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View of South Side of the Valencia Hilton Garden In Looking North

View of the West Side of the Valencia Hilton Garden Inn Looking East
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View of the Chevron Gas Station Looking West
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View of the Chevron Gas Station Looking Southwest
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View of the Best Western Ranch House Inn Building Looking South

View of the Best Western Ranch House In Buildings Looking South
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View of Two Mobil Oil Water Tanks Looking Northwest

View of Mobil Oil Facility Looking South
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APPENDIX C
MITIGATION PLAN

INTERSTATE 5/MGIC MOUNTAIN PARKWAY INTERCHANGE
AND RELATED IMPROVEMENTS
SANTA CLARITA, CALIFORNA

INTRODUCTION

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to improve the future interchange operation, correct existing
deficiencies, and accorrodate future capacity needs. The existing interchange was constrcted in the
mid-1960s and has become outdated, as all the ramps are one-lane at their merge/diverge, The
intersection spacing between the ramps and The Old Road does not provide for adequate storage for
through and turing movements or acceptable level of service. The existing interchange operates ata low
level of servIIe under current traffc volumes and the projected increase in traffic demand wil worsen its
operational problems. Several existing operational deficiencies and capacity inadequacieswitlln the
interchange area wil be furter negatively impacted by the expected increase in traffc volumes due to

proposed adjacent development plans, Additionally, there are geometric deficiencies within the existing
interchange area contrbuting to the poor operations and likely contributing to the higher than average

accident rates. The City of Santa Clarta and the County of Los Angeles rely on the interchange to handle
current and future traffc demands.

~
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Under the Proposed Action, the project includes reconstrction of the Magic Mountain Parkway
separation, widening and realignment of Magic Mountain Parkway, and modification of the interchange.
Four lanes in each direction on Magic Mountain Parkway will be designed with dual left turs at the
northbound and southbound on-ramps, and the Old Road. A 400-meter auxilar lane preceding the
northbound off-ramp wil be provided, The Old Road wil be realigned 60 meters to the west and the
existing on and off-ramps wil be reconstructed and widened, The project is proposed to be divided into
three phases, Phase 1 wil consist of the reconstrction of the 1-5/SR-126 (Magic Mountain Parkway)
separation and the auxiliary lane for the northbound off-ramp. The design of this phase wil be done
concurently with the proposed 1-5/Santa Clara River Bridge Replacement Project so that both projects
can be combined onto one State administered construction contract to facilitate traffic handling, minimize
traffic impacts and minimize impacts to listed species, Phase 2 consists of widening the ramps, realigning
the Old Road and widening Magic Mountain Parkway from The Old Road to the nortbound ramps.
Phase 3 consists of widening and realigning Magic Mountain Parkway from the northbound ramps to the
east to join the County project.

MITIGATION ACtIVITIES

Tlls mitigation monitoring plan has been prepared in accordance with the California Environmental

Quality Act (CEQA) of 1970, as amended (Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21000et seq.) and the
National Environmental Policy Act 9NEPA) of 1969c as amended (42 U.S. Code 4321 et seq.). The plan
identifies mitigation comntments, responsibilty for ensuring these mitigations are implemented, funding
sources, and responsibilty for monitoring these mitigations.

Mitigation measures are required or recommended for the folIowing issue areas: hazdous materials,
water quality, air quality, noise, light and glare. biological resources, traffc and transportation, and

cultural resources.

Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment
Interstate 5/Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange and Related Improvements
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RESOURCE AREA: Hazardous Materials

LOCATION: Magic Mountain Parkway

FUNING SOURCE: Caltrans Disttct 7 (Phase 1), City of Santa Clarta (Phases 2 & 3)

TIMING: Pre-Constrction and Constrction Phase

MITIGA TION MONITORING: Caltrans

MITIGATION ACTIVITIES: (Responsible Pary)

REQUIRED MITIGATION MEASURS:

HM- i Soil and groundwater investigations wil be perfonned to detennne whether there is

contamination from a Chevron service station and/or a Mobil Oil Pipeline Company bulk storage
tennnal in the project area.
(Valencia Company)

HM-2 Soil and groundwater testing wil be perfonned early in the Planned Specifications and
Engineering (PS&E) phase. All testing and reports must confonn to Caltrans requirements, All
right-of-way acquisitions, including gifts of property, must confonn to Caltrans requirements
(Caltrans 2(00).
(Valencia Company)

HM-3 All conditions of the Deparment of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) lead varance wil be
followed for use of lead-contaminated soil in construction. Removed yellow thennoplastic,
yellow paint material, and any lead impacted soil not covered by the DTSC varance wil be
deposited at a Class I disposal facilty.
(Valencia Company)

HM-4 Any buildings to be demolished wil be assessed for asbestos-containing building materials prior
to acquisition, A South Coast Air Quality Management Disttct (SCAQMD) pennt for asbestos
may be required for potential exposure to asbestos-containing materials (ACMs) in the Magic
Mountain Parkway structure and buildings to be demolished.
(Valencia Company)

Page C-2 Fina/lnitial Study/Environmental Assessment
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Water qualityRESOURCE AREA:

LOCA TION:

FUNING SOURCE:

TIMING:

MITIGATION MONITORING:

MITIGATION ACTIVITIES:

REQUIRED'MITIGA TION MEASURS:

Magic Mountain Parkway

Caltrans Distrct 7 (Phase 1), City of Santa Clarta (Phases 2 & 3)

Pre-Constrction and Constrction Phase

Caltrans

(Responsible Pary)

W-L Prior to construction, a Notice of Intent (NOI) wil be submitted to the State Water Resources
Control Board for coverage under the National Pollutant Discharge System (NPDES) Statewide
General PenIt No, CASOOOL. Under the General PenIt a Storm Water Pollution Prevention
Plan (SWPPP) wil be prepared.
(Valencia Company)

W-2 Best Management Practices (BMPs) as described in the SWPPP wil be adhered to during all
stages of the proposed project. These may include (depending on site conditions)
retentionldesilting basins, silt fencing, weed-free hay bales, and/or drainage diversion structures.
(Valencia Company)

Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment
Interstate 5/Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange and Related Improvements
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REOURCE AREA: Air Quality

LOCATION: Magic Mountain Parkway

FUING SOURCE: t:ltrans District 7 (Phase 1), City of Santa Claata (Phases 2 & 3)

TIMING:

MITIGATION MONITORING:

Constrction Phase

Caltrans

MITIGATION ACTIVITIES: (Responsible Pary)

REQUIRED MITIGATION MEASURS:

A-I Dust control strategies wil follow the SCAQMD Rule 403. Fugitive Dust, and 403.1, Wind

Entrainment of Fugitive Dust. They include use of water trcks or sprinkler systems tQ keep all
areas of disturbed sunace, vehicle movement, and open storage piles, damp enough to prevent
dust from leaving the site.
(Valencia Company)

A-2 Vehicle speed on the disturbed area wil be no more that 15 miles per hour.
(Valencia Company)

A-3 Any imported, exported, and stockpiled fill material would be covered. All trucks transporting
material wil be tarped from the point of origin.
(Valencia Company)

A-4 Constrction equipment wil be well maintained,
(Valencia Company)

Page C-4 Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment
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RESOURCE AREA: Noise

LOCATION: Magic Mountain Parkway

FUNDING SOURCE: Caltrans District 7 (Phase 1), City of Santa Claata (Phases 2 & 3)

TIMING: Constrction Phase

MITIGATION MONITORING: Caltrans

MITIGATION ACTIVITIES: (Responsible Pary)

REQUIRED MITIGATION MEASURES:

N-I To ensure the project is in compliance with the City of Santa Claata Noise Ordinance,
constrction hours wil be limited to 7 a,m. to 7 p.m., Monday through Friday, and 8 a.m. to 6

p.m. on weekends, unless traffic volumes or public safety warant otherwise. These conditions
wil be determned by City, County, or State offcials.
(Valencia Company)

N-2 According to the City of Santa Clarita Noise Ordinance, no constrction wil occur on Sundays
and/or legally proclaimed holidays.
(Valencia Company)

N-3 If noise impacts from construction activities unduly interfere with operations of businesses or
residents, the applicant will erect temporary noise barers where they do not restrct access to
businesses or residences and where they do not affect visibility of businesses,
(Valencia Company)

N-4 The contractor wil be required to comply with all local sound control and noise level rules,
regulations, and ordinances that apply to any work performed pursuant to the contract.
(Valencia Company)

Final Initial Study/Environmental Asse~sment
Interstate 5/Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange and Related Improvements
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RESOURCE AREA:

LOCATION:

Light and Glare

Magic Mountain Parkway

FUNDING SOURCE: Caltrans District 7 (Phase 1), City of Santa Claata (Phases 2 & 3)

TIMING: Constrction Phase

MITIGATION MONITORING: Caltrans

MITIGATION ACTIVITIES: (Responsible Pary)

REQUIRED MITIGATION MEASURES:

L- i Constrction-related lighting wil be hooded and directed so it does not shine directly upon

adjoining property or public rights-of-way.
(Valencia Company)

L-2 Highly reflective surfaces conducive to glare wil not be used during constrction.
(Valencia Company)

Page C-6 Fina/lnitial Study/Environmental Assessment
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RESOURCE AREA: Biological Resources

LOCATION: Magic Mountain Parkway

FUNING SOURCE: Caltrans Distnct 7 (Phase 1), City of Santa Clarta (Phases 2 & 3)

TIMING: Pre-Construction, Construction and Post-Construction Phase

MITIGA TION MONITORING: Caltrans

MITIGATION ACTIVITIES: (Responsible Pary)

REQUIRED MITIGATION MEASURS:

BR-1 Constrction of all phases of the project wil be in compliance with the NR. Mitigation for
each phase wil be consistent with permt conditions contained in U.S. ACOE Permt Number 94-
00504-BAH, California Department of Fish and Game Streambe Alteration Agreement Number
5-502-97, California Incidental Take Permt Number 2081-:1998-49-5, and Califorria Regional
Water Quality Control Board Waste Discharge Requirement Order Number 99-104, Copies of
these documents are on fie with the Valencia Company.
(Valencia Company)

BR-2 The Valencia Company wil apply for an amendment to the existing Section 404 and 1603
peimts and, if necessar, to the existing Section 401 peimt for the proposed project. If any
focused plant surveys for the Nevin's barberr, short-jointed beavertail, slender mariposa liy,
Palmer's grapplinghook, and Pierson's morning glory are required, they wil be specified in the
approved peimt amendment(s), Caltrans' Offce of Environmental Planning wil be kept
infonned on the outcome of any focused plant surveys.
(Valencia Company)

BR-3 A tree survey and report wil be prepared to assess health, size, and number of trees in the Area of
Potential Effects (APE) consistent with the Los Angeles County and the City of Santa Clarta Oak
Tree Preservation Ordinances. Cottonwood trees wil be replanted on a 3 to 1 replacement basis
(as specified in the NRP) in the proposed cottonwood forest revegetation site for the Caltrans
Santa Clara River Bridge Replacement on Interstate 5 project in the Santa Clara River.
Cottonwood trees wil be grown from locally obtained seed, planted pnor to the winter rainy
season, irgated, and maintained until established as specified by CDFG regulations noted in the
NR. Any oak tree removed and or damaged wil be replaced consistent with the Los Angeles
County and City of Santa Clarta's Oak Tree Preservation Ordinance, A pennt to remove any
oak trees wil be obtained from the County of Los Angeles or the City of Santa Clarta. Within
the Caltrans nght-of-way, additional Caltrans mitigations wil be required. The large valley oak
tree located northwest of the interchange for Magic Mountain Parkway and The Old Road wil be
avoided as specified in the Oak Tree Permt and avoidance of this tree wil be incorporated during
the final project design stage.
(Valencia Company)

BR-4 To reduce cumulative impacts resulting from all construction projects in the area, constrction for
all phases of the proposed project within 300 feet of the Santa Clara River wil be scheduled to
avoid the nesting and fledging season of birds in the Santa Clara River, defined as March 1
through August 31. A biological monitor wil survey the area for active nests prior to

Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment
Interstate 5/Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange and Related Improvements
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constrction activities. Coordination with the proposed Caltrans Santa Clara River Bridge

Replacement on Interstate 5 project wil include regulatory penntting, constrction, and
mitigation actions. This would limit repetitive disturbances to the Santa Clara River and special-
status species.
(Valencia Company)

Page C-B Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment
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RESOURCE AREA: Traffc and Tranporttion

LOCATION: Magic Mountain Parkway

FUNING SOURCE: Caltrans District 7 (Phase 1), City of Santa Clarita (Phases 2 & 3)

TIMING: Pre-Construction and Constrction Phase

MITIGATION MONITORING: Caltrans

I

MITIGATION ACTIVITIES: (Responsible Party)

REQUIRED MITIGATION MEASURS:

T-l Constrction wil be phased (staged) to avoid long duration closures.

(Valencia Company)

T-2 A Traffc Management Plan (TMP) wil be prepared.

(Valencia Company)

T - 3 All. traffic disruption issues wil be coordinated between Caltrans, City of Santa Clarita, and Los

Angeles County. Constrction of the proposed project would be coordinated with the proposed
Caltrans Santa. Clara River Bridge Replacement on Interstate 5 project to minimize community
impacts to the Santa Clara River.
(Valencia Company)

Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment
Interstate 5/Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange and Related Improvements
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RESOURCE AREA: Cultural Resources

LOCA TION: Magic Mountain Parkway

FUNDING SOURCE: Caltrans Distrct 7 (Phase 1), City of Santa Clarta (Phases 2 & 3)

TIMING: Pre-Constrction and Constrction Phase

MITIGATION MONITORING: Caltrans

MITIGATION ACTIVITIES: (Responsible Pary)

REQUIRED MITIGATION MEASURES:

CR-I If, during project construction, cultural materials appear, work wil stop in the immediate area.
The District 7 Cultural Resource Staff, as well as the Environmental Planning Branch Chief and
FH A, wil be notified upon such discovery and appropriate measures wil be performed to
mitigate the impacts to the resource. Work may only resume with approval from the Caltrans
Archaeologist and FH A.
(Valencia Company)

CR-2 If the historic-age bridge currently located north of the APE wil be subject to alterations and is
determned eligible for either the NR or CRH, impacts to the bridge from the proposed
project would need to be assessed. Appropriate mitigation measures should then be developed in

consultation with the California SHPO and the Advisory Council on Historic. Prçservation
(ACHP) for any adverse effects to the bridge.
(Valencia Company)

Page C-10 Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment
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RESUME OF PUBLIC HEARNG

Attendees:

Caltrans - District 7
Gregory Farr, Project Design Manager
Julie Smith, Environmental Planner

Court Reporter

Wiliam S. Stephens, CSR 10033

Tetra Tech, Inc. - Infrastructure Southwest Group
Joe Buckner, Project Manager

Tetra Tech, Inc.
Michelle Wilson, Presiding Officer
Christina McGinnis, Environmental Planner

An Open Forum Public Hearing was conducted on June 13,2000, from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
The hearing was held at the Conference Center of the Residence Inn - Marriott at 25320 The Old
Road in the City of Santa Clarita. The Residence Inn - Mariott is located off of the Lyons
Avenue exit ofInterstate 5, approximately 3 miles south of the Interstate 5Nalencia Boulevard
interchange.

At the entrance to the auditorium there was a sign-in table with handouts (copies of the handouts
.are in Section II). The handouts consisted of a fact sheet and a written comment sheet. Three
display boards were located at the front of the conference room depicting the design of the
preferred alternative, a map of the vegetation types in the project area, and a flow diagram of the
CEQAINEPA process (copies of these display boards are included in Section V).

Section II lists the index of speakers at the public hearing. The page number of the first
appearance of each speaker in the Transcript is listed for convenience. Section IV contains the
Court Reporter's Transcript of the Public Hearing.

Documents requiring a response are contained in Section VI. Each comment has been given an
individual number which corresponds to Caltrans' response. Responses to comments
immediately follow the documents requiring a response.
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WRITTEN COMMENT SHEET

Negative Declaration/Environmental Assessment
Proposed Improvements to the Interstate 5/Magic Mountain Parkway
Interchange, Santa Clarita, California

Thank you for attending this public hearing. Our purpose for hosting this hearing is to give you an

opportunity to comment on the project design for the proposed improvements to the Interstate 5/Magic
Mountain Parkway Interchange and to comment on the results of the environmental studies conducted for
the project. Please use this sheet to provide your comments. It is requested that yòu furnish all written
comments by June 28, 2000.

Date:

Name:

Address:
Street Address CityfStatelZip Code

Please hand this form in or mail to:

Ronald Kosinski, Chief
Caltrans District 7

Offce of Environmental Planning
120 S. Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012
Attn: Julie Smith
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1 SANTA CLAITA, CALIFORNIA, TUESDAY, JUNE 13, 2000

2 6:00 P.M.

3

4 MS. WILSON: I i d like to welcome you to the

5 public hearing for the proposed improvements to the

6 I-5/Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange Project.

7 I am from Tetra Tech and we are
8 representing Cal trans, who is the lead agency on the

9 proj ect. Sorry, we don i t have a microphone tonight. So,

10 please let me know if I need to speak louder.
11 Also, if you have comments, please make

12 sure you speak up.
13 Okay. I would like to introduce the panel
14 members who you can ask questions of. My name is

15 Michelle Wilson. 11m going to be the presiding officer
16 for the hearing tonight.
17 Also, to my right is Joe Buckner, who is
18 the project manager with Tetra .Tech. You can ask him

19 design questions.
20 Also Christina McGinnis here is the
21 environmental planner with Tetra Tech. You can ask her
22 questions about the environmental impact analysis to the
23 project.
24 Also we have Julie Smith in the audience,
25 an environmental planner from Caltrans.

4
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1 Greg Farr with the white shirt on is the

2 project design manager from Caltrans.

3 And Durgesh Regmi could not make it

4 tonight. He i s the proj ect manager for Cal trans.

5 So, tonight Ilm going to give a brief
6

7

8

9 Chr istina McGinnis will go over the

10 environmental impact analysis process. Then we i 11 close
11 with a question and answer period.
12 Next slide.
13 We are holding this hearing tonight to
14 receive comments from you on the project design and also

15 on the environmental impact analysis process for the
16 project.
17 Next slide.
18 I just want to go over briefly the comment
19 procedures for tonight. We are going to give a brief
20 overview of the project and during the question and
21 answer period you can stand up and make a verbal comment

22 or ask questions verbally. We do have a court reporter

23 who will be recording your questions and our responses as
24 we go along. Also, if you feel, if you don It want to be

25 recorded with the court reporter, you can come up

introduction. Then Joe will go over the existing

condi tions and the proposed action. We will also go over

the schedule, proposed schedule for the proj ect.

5
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afterwards and ask us any questions you may have.

We have four display boards with the

project alternatives up here with more detail. So,

please feel free to come up and take a look at them.

Also, if you have any detailed questions on the project

or would like to comment on the merits of the ,project, we

would ask that you would make those comments with the

court reporter after the presentation is over and you can

sit down in private with him afterwards.

And finally you can submit written comments

on the project to an address we' 11 flash up at the end of

the presentation. We have comment sheets at the back you

can drop in the box or mail the comments directly or

email and those must be received by Wednesday, June 28th,

by five p.m..

Next slide.

Okay. At this time I would like to
introduce Joe Buckner who will go over the proposed

proj ect .

MR. BUCKNER: Thanks, Michelle.

Good evening.

The proposed action that we are looking at

is al ternati ve four. We' ve produced an environmental

document and what that al ternati ve does, I' 11 just kind

of walk you through this alternative board. The design

6



1 speed of Magic Mountain Parkway east of 1-5 has been

2 increased and we accomplished that by putting in a larger

3 radius curve to bring the design speed of Magic Mountain

4 up to current standards.

5 Magic Mountain Parkway itself will be

6 widened to eight lanes , four lanes in each direction.

7 That will be separated by a raised median. There will be

8 shoulders and sidewalks on each side of Magic Mountain

9 Parkway.

10 The limits of the widening will be from
11 Well, I III talk about that in a minute, but
12 we relocated The Old Road continuing past the freeway

13 east over to I believe it i S Avignon, one of the streets
14 over there. From that point on, from Avignon on to

15 McBean, there will be a restriping from the existing six
16 lanes to the ultimate eight lanes.
17 The roadway width is just currently striped
18 for six.
19 Some of the other features about this

20 alternative, the configuration itself is. a diamond
21 interchange consistent with what's out there today. The
22 ramps themselves will be widened at their termination
23 point with Magic Mountain to provide for existing volumes

24 and future traffic volumes.
25 Both off ramps will be constructed as

7
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i two- lane off ramps with auxiliary lanes at the approaches

2 to the off ramps to facilitate again current congestion

3 problems and future volumes that will occur out in this

4 area.
5 Let's see. The I-5/Magic Mountain

6 separation. A bridge will be reconstructed with this

7 project as well. That's necessitated due to the eight

8 lane configuration at Magic Mountain Parkway.

9 Something I'll point out is currently out
10 there, there are two bridges. There is a separation in
11 the median. The proposal here will be to construct the
12 median at this point to accommodate future HOV / car pool

lanes that may go through this area .in the future.
I'll just touch on it right now and expand

13

14

15 on it later, but this bridge here will be constructed in

16 conjunction with the Caltrans project, the 1-5 over the
17 Santa Clara River Br idge .
18 That public hearing has taken place and at
19 that hearing we did mention the likelihood of both. these

20 bridges being constructed at one time will happen. I'll
21 . explain a little bit later why.
22 The Old Road in this proposal is shifted to
23 the west. The reason for doing that is to increase the
24 distance between these intersections to provide much
25 needed stacking storage here for current conditions and

8



1 future volumes.

2 Okay. I talked about phasing' with this

3 alternative. We are currently proposing it be

4 constructed in three phases. Phase one, as I mentioned,

5 will be the construction of the I-5jMagic ~ountain

6 separation.

7 At this stage, we want to construct the

8 northbound auxiiiary lane off ramp and give that

9 immediate enhancement as far as capacity. It suffers

10 qui te a bit currently.
11 Now, this phase one we are proposing to

12 combine that with the Caltrans project of the Santa Clara
13 River. The main reason for that is the detouring that's
14 going to occur up on the I-5. What we want to do is take
15 advantage of that detouring so we are not -- It's cost
16 effective. We are paying for the detouring once as

17 opposed to twice with the two separate projects.
18 I'll mention to you I think the
19 inconvenience to the traveling public will certainly be
20 benefited by having the bridge work done at one ti~e.
21 Phase two is really the brunt of the
22 interchange itself. It's the reconstruction of the four
23 ramps, the widening of Magic Mountain from The Old Road

24 to the northbound ramps. There will be a tapered section

25 back to the existing and the realignment of The Old Road.

9



. .

1 Phase three would be just the kind of

2 finishing out of the interchange. It will be the
3 widening, the ultimate eight-lane widening of Magic

4 Mountain east, as I mentioned before.

5 Next slide.
6 Now, we have looked at the no-action

7 alternative and it's not really in consideration at this
8 point because it doesn't address the existing congestion

9 that's out there and it's not, certainly not going to
10 address it in the future and the conditions out there
11 will degrade. There will be increased delays, especially
12 on Magic Mountain.

13 It's not consistent with the local and
14 regional planning; and as I mentioned before, the HOV
15 lane upon the freeway kind of lends itself to
16 facilitating efficient flow of goods and services through

17 this area.
18 Next slide.
19 Here are some of the project milestones we
20 have for this project:
21 Today's public hearing.
22 Two weeks from now, approximately on June

23 28th, will be the close of the public period. We are
24 anticipating approval of the environmental documents in

25 late July, I believe that is.

10



1 And ready to list for bid --
2 This is for phase one now.
3 -- is October of this year and that i s
4 really based on the schedule Caltrans has for the Santa

5 Clara River Bridge and that i s why we have October for

6 that.
7 The construction of these three phases.

8 Phase one is a pretty hard date. We are going to see

9 April of next year will be, the cons.truction will start.
10 It will last for approximately two years and will wrap up

11 in April of oh three.
12 Phases two and three of the construction
13 schedule, they're just kind of anticipated leads now and
14 we are showing, after the conclusion of phase one, phase
15 two to start in May of oh three and go approximately two

16 years to the middle of 2005.
17 And phase three happening, that i s about a
18 year i s duration. So, about the middle of 2006 we kind of
19 wrap this up.

.20 One thing I will point out before I sit

21 down, we looked at several alternatives for this
22 interchange and as Michelle pointed out, I brought three
23 of them with us. They are the three that are contained
24 in the environmental documents and I won i t really discuss

25 the other two, but you're more than welcome to take a

11
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1 look at it and ask any questions you may have on it.

2 Thanks.
3 MS. WILSON: Okay. At this time I would like to

4 introduce Christina McGinnis i who will go over the

5 environmental impact analysis process.

6 MS. McGINNIS: Hello everyone. I think Michelle

7 did introduce a little bit earlier the purpose of this
8 hearing i which is to solicit public comment on this

9 project and I just wanted to give a brief overview of the

10 process.
11 So i I would like to just briefly discuss
12 the California Environmental Quality Act and you will

13 hear me refer to it as CEQA and which requires

14 environmental review for any proposed project that is
15 occurr ing .
16 For state and local agencies we use this as
17 a decision-making tool to help them make the best
18 decision on a project.
19 And NEPA is the federal level regulation
20 that also is the counterpart of CEQA at the federal

21 leveL.
22 So this proposed project is subject to both
23 NEPA and CEQA and we have prepared a negative declaration

24 slash environmental assessment. Basically what that term
25 means is that all of the impacts that were discussed and

12
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disclosed for this particular project, they were all able

to be mitigated to less than significant levels.
So, that's what that means and we would

like to just briefly go over some of the issue .areas that

we discussed in the document and so these are the typical

issue areas that are discussed during the environmental

review process.

As you can see, typical is topography,

geology, soils, nonrenewable resources,. hazardous

materials, any solid waste, construction debris,

hydrology, drainage and water quality. So, we are

looking at the effects to local waterways. Air quality,

any emissions that may come during the construction and

also the operational phases.

Light and glare, noise. You get noise

impacts, both short term and long term.

Biological resources. We take a look at

existing resources and what impact the project may have

on those resources and come up with mitigation to address

those impacts.

Land use and planning. That typically is

looking at general plans, zoning designations,

surrounding land uses, liability issues, things like

tha t .

Population, socioeconomics, looking at

13
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1 issues related to the local economy and what effect the

2 project may have on that.

3 Public services and utili ties, if there is
4 any interruption in services, things like that, we
5 disclose that and look at mitigation efforts to remediate

6 those concerns.

7 Traffic and transportàtion. I think that's
8 an obvious one here for this project.

9 cultural resources. Typically those are

10 looked at to determine whether or not a cultural site
exists within the proposed project site area and if any

do exist then appropriate mitigation is applied.

11

12

13 Visual resources. We look at the proposed

14 project and what kind of structure or project we are
15 looking at in relation to the surrounding uses and
16 whether it would be compatible, that sort of thing.
17 All right. At this stage of the process we

18 are looking at the draft environmental document and

19 that's why we are having this public hearing tonight is

20 to solicit your comments on the draft and Caltrans and

21 FHWA, the Federal Highway Administration, they're the
22 lead agency for this project. What that means is that
23 they will take your comments tonight and consider those

24 and respond in a final document and once those comments

25 are addressed, then the final document will have

14
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1 something in it called a FONSI, which means Finding of no
.

2 Significant Impact.

3 What that means is what I was talking about

4 a little bit earlier, that all these impacts will have

5 been disclosed and the results of this proposed proj ect

6 have been mitigated.

7 Then the lead agency will make a decision

8 on the project once the final document is prepared and a

9 notice of determination is filed and that. s the last step
10 in the environmental review process.

11 So, if you have any questions about this
12 process, please feel free to ask me. I i 11 be here all
13 evening.

14 MS. WILSON: Okay . At this time, I would 1 ike to

15 review the comment procedures again. At this point, we
16 would like to take comments on the project and again you
17 can come up afterwards and ask us any questions

18 informally or submit formal comments with the court

19 reporter in private.
20 So, if you have comments, please remember

21 to speak loudly and state your name and your organization

22 for the record.
23 Does anyone have any comments?
24 (No comments.)
25 Okay. The next slide, please.

15
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1 If you want to submit written comments,

2 here's the address and again the comments are due by the

3 end of June 28th at five p.m. and please feel free to

4 come up and take a look at the boards and ask questions.

5 We' 11 be here until eight.
6 So, thanks for corning.
7 (Whereupon the proceedings
8 were concluded.)
9
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.~ South Coast . ".
~~ Air Quality Management District

~ 21865 E. Copley Drive. Diamond Bar. CA 91765-4182.. ,
. (909) 396-2000 . http://www.aqmd.gov

May 24,2000

Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Chief
Caltrans District 7
Offce of Environmental Planning

120 S~ Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report
Interstate 5/Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange and Related

Improvements

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (AQIvID) appreciates the opportity to

comment on the above-mentioned document. The AQMD's comments are recommendations
regarding the analysis of potential air quulity impacts from the proposed project that should be
included in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (ErR).

Air Oualitv Analvsis

The AQMD adopted its Califomia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in
1993 to assist other public agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses. The AQMD
recommends that the Lead Agency use this Handbook as guidance when preparng its air quality
'analysis. Copies of the Handbook are available from the AQMD's Subscription Servces
Departent by calling (909) 396-3720.

The Lead Agency should identify any potelitial adverse air quality impacts that could occur from
all phases of the project and all air pollutant sources related to the project. Air quality impacts
from both constrction and operations should be considered. Construction-related air quality
impacts tyically include, but are not limited to, emissions from the use of heavy-duty equipment
from grading,.eart-Ioadinglunloading, paving, architectural coatings, ofT-road mobile sources
(e.g., heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources (e.g., constrction worker
vehicle trips, material transport trips). Operation-related air quality impacts may include, but are
not limited to, emissions from stationary sources (e.g., boilers), area sources (e.g., solvents and

. coatings), and vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off-road tailpipe emissions and entrained dust). Air



Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Chief -2- May 24, 2000
. .

~uality impacts from indirect sources, tht is, sources tht generate or attt vehicular trps

should be includ in the evaluation. An anysis of all toxic air containat impacts due to the

decommissioning or use of equipment potentially generating such air pollutats should also beincluded. .
Mith!ation Measures
In the event that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that
all feasible mitigation measures be utilized durng project construction and operation to minimize
.or eliminate signficant adverse air quality impacts. To assist the Le Agency with identifying

2. possible mitigation meaures for the project, pleae refer to Chapter 11 of the AQMD CEQA Air
Quality Handbook for sample airquality mitigation meaures. Additionally, AQMD's Rule 403
- Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook contain numerous meaures for controlling
constrction-related emissions that should be considered for use as CEQA mitigation if not
otherwse required. Pursuat to state CEQA Guidelines Section is 126 (c), any impacts resulting
from Initigation measures must also be discussed.

Data Sourc~
AQMD 11les and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling the AQMD's
Public Inonnation Center at (909) 396-3600. Much of the information available through the
Public Infonnation Center is also available via the AQMD's World Wide Web Homepage
(htt://ww.aqmd.gov).

The AQMD is willing to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project-related emissions are
accurately identified, categorized, and evaluated. Pleae call Dr. Charles BIankson,
Transporttion Specialist, CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3304 if you have any questions regarding
ths letter.

Sincerely, ..5~S~
Steve Smith, Ph.D.
Program Supervisor, CEQA Section
Planng, Rule Development and Area Sources

SS:CB:li

LACOO05 i 0-04L1
Control Number
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STA.TE OF CAUFORNIA-BUSINESS, TRNSPORTATION. AND HOUSING AGENCY'" Gray DavIa, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7, 120 SO. SPRING ST.
LOS ANGELES; CA .90012-3606
TOD (213) 897-6610 a
May 9, 2000 File: 07-LA-OS

KP 84.8/86.8
07-LA-126
KP 9.4111.4
Magic Mountain Pkwy
EA 187000

Responsible Agencies, Review Agencies,
Trustee Agencies, 3ld individuals interested
in the Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange
Project along Interstate S and Route 126

Notice of Public MeetinglNotice of Availabil'!

The California Depaatment of Transporttion (Caltran) has prepared an Initial Study /
Environmental Assessment (ISÆA) on the proposed improvements at the Magic Mountain

Parkway Interchange along Interstate Route 5 in the City of Santa Claata. The proposed
project would consist of the following phases:

1. Reconstruction of the I-S/Magic Mountan Parkway separtion,
2. Reconstrction of the interchange and a realignment of The Old Road, and

3. Realigrung and widening of Magic Mountai Parkway east of I -5 ftom the
nortbound ramps to Fairway's Entrance.

A public meeting is scheduled for June 13,2000 from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. at the Residence
Inn, Marriott, 25230 l1ie Old Road, Santa Clarta CA 91381. TI1e purose of 

ths hearng is
to obtain public c.mments on our project design as well aa the results of our environmentalstudies. .~ ¡
Enclosed is a copy of the Initial Study / Environmenta Assessment for your review and
comment. It is requested that you fuish all wrtten comments by June 21, 2000 to:

3

Ronald Kosinski, Chiéf
Caltrans District 7
Offce of Environmental Planing
120 S. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Attn: Julie Smith
or
julie _ smitht§dot.ca.gov
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Notice of Availability

------

..:

..'

- 2-

For additional infonnation on this project, please contact Ronald Kosinski at (213) 897-0703.
Than you for your interest in this transportation project.

Sincerely,

RON SINSKI,
Chief, Offce of Environmental -Planing
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STATE OF CAFORNIA THE RESRCES AGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
South Coast Region
4949 Viewrge Avenue
San Diego, Caornia 92123
(858) 467-4201
FAa (858) 467-4239

GRAY DAVIS. Govrnor .
June 5, 2000

Ms. Julie Smith
California Department of Transportation, D7
Offce of Environmental Planing
120 Sout Spring Street
Los Angeles, California 90012

Dear Ms. Smith:

Draft Negative Declaration for
Interstate 5/Magic Mountain Parkway Inttrchange

SCH # 2000051036, Los Angeles County

The Department bf Fish and Game (Department), has reviewed the
Proposed Draft Negativ,e Declaration (DND) and Initial Study (IS) and associated
documentation for impacts to biological resources. The proposed project includes the
upgrading of the freeway interchange at Magic Mountain Parkay and 1-5. widening and
realigning Magic Mountain Parkay from the Old Road west of 1-5 to Fairway's entrance east
of 1-5. Portions of the proposed project is located south and adjacent to the Los Angeles
County Significant Ecological Area (SEA).23, the Santa Clara River.

The following statements and comments have been prepared pursuant to the
Department's authority as Trustee Agency with jurisdiction over natural resources
affected by the project (CEOA Section 15386) and pursuant to our authori as a Responsible
Agency under CEOA Section 15381 over those aspects of the proposed project that come
under the purview of the California. Endangered Species Act (Fish and Game Code Section
2050 et seq) and Fish and Game Code Section 1600 at seq.:

Impacts to Riparian Resources

r
Secton 4.9.3 of the IS states Phase three of the proposed project would directly impact
the adjacent floodplain of the Santa Clara River by fillng in one unnamed ephemeral
tnbutary to the Santa Clara River and removing associated riparian vegetation. The IS
further indicates that impact to listed species possibly occurring within
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Ms. Julie Smith
June 5. 2QOO

Page Two

and adjacent to the proposed project site wil be avoided .The IS sttes appropriate
mitigation provisions outlined in the Natural Rivers Management Plan (NRMP) under
the Departent Streambed Alteration Agreement. U.S. ACOE Permit. California
Incidental Take Permit and California Regional Water Quality Control Board Waste
Discharge Requirement would be implemented. .

a, The proposed project would require a streambed alteration agreement between

the project proponent and the Department. Th~ proposed project is not
currently included in the Department Streambed Alteration Agreement (8M)
Number 5-502-97 under the NRMP. In order for the Department to review the
adequacy of any proposed mitigation measures for proposed project impacts to
riparian habitt witin Department jurisdiction a "Request for Amendment for
State and Local Government Agencies and Public Utilities" form including all
supporting documentation and a copy of the Negative Declaration and
appropriate fee must be submitted to the Department at 4949 Vìewridge
Avenue, San Diego, CA 92123 Attn:SM. The request for Amendment form
may be located in exhibit 7 of 8M 5-502-97. Please call (858) 636-31 S9 to
inquire about the current fee for an amendment request.

2. Section 4.5.1, paragraph two of the 15 states "The project is located near, but outside
the Santa Clara River and the project would not affect any wetland or riparian
vegetation. Section 4.9.3, Signifcant Ecological Area, sttes that .Construction
activrtes ........ would result in the filling of one unnamed ephemeral tributary of the
Santa Clara and the removal of several mature Fremont cottonwood trees and two
coast live oak trees:

a. Please clarify these two statements as they appear to be contradictory,

Breeding Birds

1. All migratoiy nongame native bird species are protected by international treaty under
the Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act(MBTA) of 1918(50 C.F.R. Section 10.13).
Sections 3503, 3503.5 and 351.3 of the California Fish and Game Code prohibit take of .
all birds and their active nests including raptors and other migratory nongame birds
(as listed under the Federal MBT A), ..

b
a. Proposed project activities (including disturbances to vegetation throughout the

entire proposed project site) should take place outside of the breeding bird
season (March 1- August 31) to avoid take Oncluding disturbances which would
cause abandonment of active nests containing eggs and/or young). If project
activities cannot avoid the breeding bird season, actve nests shall be avoided
and provided with a minimum buffer as determined by a biological monitor. (the
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Ms. Julie Smith
June 5, 2000
Page Thre

L Department recommends a minimum 500 foot for all raptor nests.)

Thank you for this opportunity to provide comment. Questions regarding this letter and
further coordination on these issues should be directed to Mr. Scott Harris, Wildlife Biologi~t, at
(818) 360-140.

C.F. Raysbr ok
South Coast Regional Manager

¡Jaa ~ I/ 00 ~
cc: Mr. Scott Harris

Ms. Morgan Wehtje
Ms. Bett Courtney

Ms Leslie MacNair
Departent of Fish and Game

U.S. Ary Corps of Engineers

Los Angeles. California

Regional Water Quality Control. Board
Los Angeles, California

State Clearinghouse
Sacramento, California

~\:L..



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
FIRE DEPARTMENT

1320 NORTH EATERN "'VENUE
LOS ANGELES. C..LlORN.. 90.329

(323) 890-4330

P. MICHAEL FREEMAN
FIRE CHIEF
FORESTER & FIRE WARDEN

June 5, 2000

Ronald Kosinski, Chief
Caltrans District 7
Office of Environmental Planning
120 S. Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Attn: Julie Smith

SUBJECT: DRAFT INITIAL STUDYIENVIRONMENT AL ASSESSMENT FOR
INTERSTATE SIMGIC MOUNTAIN PARKWAY INTERCHANGE &
RELA TED IMPROVEMENTS (EIR #890/2000)

I

j

I
".

"
,

Dear Ms. Smith:

The Draft Initial StudylEnvironmental Assessment for Interstate 5/Magic Mountain Parkway has been
reviewed by the Planning, Subdivision, and Forestry Divisions of the County of Los Angeles Fire
Department. The following are their comments:

DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION:

Notify the County of Los Angeles Fire Depaltment at least 10 days in advance of any street closures that
may affect fire/paramedic responses in the area.

Provide three sets of alternate route (detour) plans, with a tentative schedule of planned closures, prior to
the beginning of construction. Complete architectural/structural plans are not necessary.

7
Temporary bridges shall be designed, constructed, and maintained to support a live load of at least 70,000
pounds. A minimum vertical clearance of 13'6 will be required through out construction.

Disruptions .to water service shall be coordinated with the County of Los Angeles Fire Department 

andalternate water sources shall be provided for Fire Protection during such disruptions. ~

¡

i

í

Ii
it

Should any questions arise regarding design and construction, and/or Subdivision/Water/Access issues

please contact Inspector Michael McHargue at (323) 890-4243.--
OTHER ENVIONMENTAL CONCERNS:

8
-
I The statutory responsibilities of the County of Los Angeles Fire Department Forestry Division includeerosion control, watershed management, rare and endangered species, vegetation, fuel modification for

SERVING THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS. OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY AND THE CITIES OF:
30URA HILLS
RTESIA

ZUSA
ALDWIN PARK

ELL

ELLFLOWER
ELL GARDENS

BRADBURY
CALABASAS
CARSON
CERRITOS
CLAREMONT
COMMERCE
COVINA

CUDAHY
DIAMOND BAR
DUARTE
EL MONTE
GLENDORA
HAWAIIAN GARDENS
HAWTHORNE

HIDDEN HILLS
HUNTINGTON PARK
INQUSTRY
IRWINDALE
LA CANADA FLINTRIDGE
LAKEWOOD
LA MIRADA

LANCASTER
LA PUENTE
LAWNDALE
LOMITA
MALIBU
MAYWOOD
NORWALK

PALMDALE
PALOS VERDES ESTATES
PARAMOUNT
PICO RIVERA
POMONA
RANCHO PALOS VERDES
ROLLING HILLS

ROLLING HILLS ESTATES
ROSEMEAD
SAN DIMAS
SANTA CLARITA
SIGNAL HILL
SOUTH EL MONTE
SOUTH GATE

TEMPLE CITY
WALNUT
WEST HOLLYWOOD
WESTLAKE VILLAGE
WHITTIER i

Ij

I



Ronald Kosinski, Chief
June t, 2000
Page 2

Lery High Fire Hazrd Severity Zones or Fire Zone 4, archeological and cultural resources and the

County Oak Tree Ordinance.

The areas gennane to these statutory responsibilities have been addressed.

If you have any additional questions, please contact this offce at (323) 890-4330.

Very truly yours,~;;~/
DA VID R. LEININGER, ACTING CHIEF, FORESTRY DIVISION
PREVENTION BUREAU

DRL:sc

,.~~i:"....~
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::ray Davis
GOVERNOR

.~~,,,.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ~~(~.i4)~Governor's Office of Planning and. Research
State Clearinghouse

Steve Nissen
ACTING DIRECTOR

JlUe 8, 2000

Julie Smith
Department of Transporttion, District 7
120 South Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012-3606

Subject: Interstate 5/Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange and Related Impwvements
SCH#: 2000051036

Dear Julie Smith:

oo
./

~he State Clearinghouse submitted the ab. .ove named Joint Document to selected state agencies for review.
The review period closed on June 7, 2000, and no state agencies subnut1ed conuents by that date. This

letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for draft
environmental documents, pursuant to the Cali orila Environmental Qu.ality Act.

Please call the State Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the
environmental review process. Jfyou have a que3tion about the above-named project, please refer to the
ten-digit State Clearinghouse number when contacting ths offce.

Sincerely,

~.~
Terr Robert

Senior Planner, State Clearighouse

1400 TE:-TH STREET P.O. BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95812-3044

916-445-0613 FAX 916-323-3018 \\'WW.OPR.CA.GOV/ClEARINGIIOUSE.HTML



Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH#
Project Title

Lead Agency

2000051036
Interstate 5/Magic Mo.untain Parkway Interchange and Related Improyements
Caltrans #7

Type jd Joint Document

Description The proposed project consists of upgrading the freeway interchange at Magic Mountain Parkway and
1-5, widening and realigning Magic Mountain Parkway for the Old Road west of 1-5 to Fairway's

Entrance east of 1-5. The project area also includes road restriping on Magic Mountain Parkway from
Fairway's entrance to McBean Parkwày. Three alternatives were considered in the Initial
Study/Environmental Assessment, the No-Build Alternative, Improvement with Southbound Hook
Ramp and Northbound Diamond (Direct) Ramp Interchange, Improvements with Partial Cloverleaf
Interchange and Improvements with Improved Diamond Interchange (Preferred Alternative).

Lead Agency Contact
Name Julie Smith

Agency Department of Transportation, District 7Phone 213/897-0444 Fax
email

Address 120 South Spring Street
City Los Angeles State CA Zip 90012-3606

Project location
County Los Angeles

City Santa Clarita

Region.
Cross Streets Magic Mountain Parkway and The Old Road

Parcel No.Township Range Section Base
Proximity to:

Highways Interstate 126
Airports

Railways
Waterways Santa Clara River

Schools
Land Use Transportation

Project Issues AestheticNisual; Air Quality; Archaeologic-Historic; Drainage/Absorption; Flood Plain/Flooding;
Geologic/Seismic; Nuise; Public SeíVices; Soil Erosion/Ccm~actior./Grading; Solid W2ste;
To)jc/Hazardous; Traffc/Circulation; Vegetation; Water Quality; Wetland/Riparian; Wildlife; Landuse

Reviewing
Agencies

Resources Agency; Department of Conservation; Department of Fish and Game, Region 5;
Departent of Forestry and Fire Protection; Offce of Historic Preservation; Department of Parks and
Recreation; California Highway Patrol; Caltrans, Division of Transportation Planning; Air Resources
Board, Transportation Projects; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 4; Native American
Heritage Commission; Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy; State Lands Commission

Date Received 05/09/2000 Start of Review 05/09/2000 End of Review 06/07/2000

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.
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Lum, Luanne - Tt, Inc. . .

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Julie,:Smith~dotca.gov
Monday, June 19, 20006:43 AM
michelle.wilson~tetratech.com; luanne.lum~tetratech.com
Response to Presentation at Public Hearing Regarding MAgic Mountain Parkway

Comment from public meeting.

Forwarded by Julie Smith/D07/Caitrans/CAGov on
06/19/200006:42 AM

"Kelley, Steve" -cSKeiiey(§prandium.com;:~prandium.com;: on 06/16/200010:28:14
AM

To: "julie_smith(§dot.ca.gov" -cjulie_smith~dot.ca.gov;:

cc:

Subject: Response to Presentation at Public Hearing Regarding MAgic
Mountain Parkway

10

Hamburger Hamlet is interested in the plan for providing access to the
businesses south of the Magic Mountain 1 Old Road intersection after the
Old
Road is relocated to the west of its current location. Additionally, the
design
and treatment of the area vacated by the Old Road after the new relocation~ .
also of interest to us.
As you may expect, we are not thriled at the prospect of having a majoraccess .
intersection under construction for several years. How wil we be informed
of
the construction schedules on a go forward basis.

Steven Kelley
Vice-president Operations
Hamburger Hamlet .
6914 Hollywood Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90028
skelley(§prandium.com

1



23920 Valencia Blvd.
Suite 300
Santa Clarita
California 91355-2196
Website: ww.santa-clarita.com

Phone
(661) 259-2489
Fax
(661) 259-8125

ty of
inta Clanta June 16, 2000

Mr. Ronald Kosinski

Chief, Offce of Environmental Planning
Caltrans District 7
120 S. Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Subject: Interstate 5/Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange

Draft Initial Study/Environmental Assessment

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

We have reviewed the draft Initial Study/Environmental Assessment (IS/EA)
report for the subject project and are providing the following comments:

The. construction of this interchange should be coordinated with the impacted
public agencies, and should not take place prior 

to the completion of the
Valencia Boulevard/-5 interchange improvement.

II
The mitigation measures under traffc and transportation (Section 4.13.2)
should mention that this project will be coordinated and scheduled with the
Santa Clara River Bridge re-construction project.--

r The figure shoWing the existing AM peak hour traffc volumes (Figure. 1-3)

\2 has a couple of minor mistakes. The arrows representing the southbound
traffc at Tourney Road and 1-5 are shown as going westbound not
southbound.

Please include these comments in the subject IS/EA If you have any
questions regarding these comments, please feel free to cont.act me at
(661) 286-4057.

i4P- .,'

Rabie J. Rahmani, P.E.
Senior Traffc Engineer

RJ:AN:lkl
trdaazlmml.6.doc

cc: Anthony J. Nisich, Director of Transportation & Engineering Services
Jeffery Lambert, Director ofPlarining & Building Servces
Bahman Janka, City Traffc Engineer
Fred Follstad, Senior Planner

(1
PRINTD ON RECYCLED PAPR
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POST OFFICE BOX 1182. CANYON COUNTRY, CA 91386

SCOPE
"'\' ":.

Santa Clarita Organization for Planning the Envf~ê)nment

TO PROMOTE. PROTECT AND PRESERVE THE ENVIRONMENT. ECOLOGY

AND QUALITY OF LIFE IN THE SANTA CLARITA VALLEY

6-21-00

Mr. Ronald Kosinki - Chief, Offce of Envionmenta Plang
Att: Jule Snnth

Calonna Dept. of Tranporttion, Ditrct 7
120 S. Spri St.

Los Aneles, Ca. 90012

Mr. Michael Ritcrue
Federal Hiway Adntration
980-9t St. Suite 400
Sacramento, Ca. 95814-2724

Re: Magc Mountain-5 Interchange and re-alient of the Old Road EA:187000

Dear Ms. Snùth and Mr. Ritcrue:

We support the improvement of the nortbound off-ramp included in th project. Week-end viitors

to Mac Mountain Amusement Park have long caused a dagerous back-up onto the freeway in th
location because of the awkward desig and inuffcient capacity of th off-ramp.

We do NOT support the expanion of Mac Mountain Parkway to eigt lanes. Six lanes is sufcient
to hadle trafc, but not so many as to dicourage the development of public tranporttion. Alo,

the communty adatly opposed 8 laes for tts thorougare for the last 15 years. We do not
want the noise and ai pollution tht wi caused by accommodati th much trafc thoug the City.
We are in a non-attent zone for ozone and PMlO pollution. We do not understand how th

expansion can be acceptable under the SIP and clean air act.

We especial request that you' re-evaluate the re-algnent of the Old Road which you propose to
move west by 197 feet. There isa very old (approxiately 500 years) and very lage Hertae Valley
Oak on the Nortwest area of th intersection that would be impacted by such are-alent. We
ask tht you PLEASE save tll tree. It could probably be done quite easil and sti have the
interection meet your requiements by just not movig the old road so far to the west.

We request that the maps. for th re-alent included in the EA be re-drawn to show any oak

removal that wi occur. The present docwnent does not gie an accurate analsis of the impact to
oak trees in the area.

~o, the EA descn'bes an ''wed trbuta to the Santa Claa Rier". TI is a lae side draiage
with matue cottonwoods. The EA does not diclose how th draiage and the ripar habitat wi

be afected by the wideni of Mac Mounta Parkway. If it wi be afected, mitition for lose of
ripar habitat is requied. Please disclose the mitition that is proposed for th impact.

11nk -you for your tie. We would appeciate beig Inonned as to the fe-algnent of the Old
. Road to presere the hertae Valey Oak tree.s4'(Q~
~bek
i ~j iJ ;l(. l(t~' ~T
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SAA CLA 0t CONSERVANCY
P.O. Box 520
Saugus, CA 91380

June 20,2000

Jue Smi.
Fax: i13-897..68S
Ca Tras Disct 7
iio Sout Spr Str
Lot Aneles CA 90010

I"

Dea MsSmi

Th you for a1wi us to comm on the To3£.~ at Mag
Mounta Par an th Old Road in Sa C1arita As you knw
stdin to wes of 

th Old Road is a hu Heé Oak tr. Th
bé stely gian is over fo1J hu yea old This ra Natve
Cafomi oak tr is prte by th County of 

Los Aneles and th

Cit of Santa C1 We 8t as th you des th road so th
Calomm naal reurce ca be pred

Ver tn your,

~~~Vîc Prid S.C.O\ ~ns
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June 13, 2000 .

Ronald Kosinski, Cllef

Caltras District 7
Offce of Environmental Plang
120 S. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 900 i 2
AUn: Julie Smith

.:~

RE: Magic Mountai Interchange Project
Your File: 07-LA-05

KP 84.8/86.8
07-LA-126
KP 9.4/1 1.4
Magic Mountain Pkwy
EA 187000

FOUR CORNRS, INC. . P.O. BOX 9789 . BAKESFID, CA 93389-9789 . PHONE 805-862-5300 . FAX 805-862-5305

Gentlemen:

My company is the tenant of the Wendy's Restaurant at the corner ofMagic Mountain
Parkway and The Old Road. As you requested in your letter of May 9,2000, I am wrting
to register my comments with you regarding the proposed interchange improvement.

Your preferred alternative involving the realignment of The Old Road 60 meters to the
west would effecively remove Wendy's ITom the comer and replace it with a relocated
Chevron station, blocking the visibilty of Wendy's fÌom eastbound traffc at the
intersection. Furthermore, it would move Wendy's down slope and out of the imediateline of sight of drivers travelig either direction on The Old Roaà. Finaly, customers
wil have to drve 200 feet fuher to get to Wendy's after turg off 

of The Old Road,
whie eastbound drivers on Magic Mountain Parkway would have no access to Wendy's
once they cross the intersection if the exiting curb cut is removed. Since a sizable
proportion of Wendy's customers choose the restaurant on imulse, the dimhed
viibilty and access inerent in thi plan as it now stands would be paricularly daming
to Wendy's.



Page 2 of2

There are, however, several measures that can be taken to mitigate the damge, including:

18

(1) Build the new road section and intersection at the sae elevation as the lowest
. point of the existing intersection;

(2) Use the newly created open area between The Old Road and the restaurants
along 1-5 for parking, and design and grade the parking area to max
visibilty of and access to Wendy's both to drivers on the streets and to
customers of the relocated Chevron station;

(3) Retain the existing curb cut for eastbound traffc on Magic Mountain Parkway
between The Old Road and 1-5.

(4) Allow Wendy's monument signs on both The aId Road and Magic Mountain
Parkway;

(5) Allow raising the height of Wendy's pole sign.

The above steps wil mitigate damge that would otherwe result from the completed
project, but I am also worried about the potential effects of the construction phase. These
effects will be miimd if Wendy's' visibilty and access are compromised as little as
possible, both in scope of construction underway at anyone time, and the timg of the
most disruptive of construction actÌvities. For example, very late night or very early
Tuesday morng in January and Februar are preferable times for this sort of work than
midday Saturday in August. -
I appreciate the opportunity to furnsh my comments to you. Ifthere is any inormtion I
can provide that would be helpful to you in plang the project, please don't hesitate to
let me know.

Very truly yours,

~ Z£R. B. Montgomery, Jr.
President
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

90 sour FRONT A VENE
ALRA, CALIFORN 91803-lJl

Telephone: (626) 458-5100

ARRV W. STONE, Dim:tor ADDRES Al CORRSPONDENCE TO:
P.O. BOX 1460

ALHARA CALIFORN 91802.146

July 13, 2000
IN REPLY PLEAE
REFER TO FILE: P -2

Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Chief
Caltrans, District 7
Offce of Environmental Planning
120 South Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attention Julie Smith

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

RESPONSE TO A DRAFT INITIAL STUDY/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (IS/EA) _
INTERSTATE 5 AT MAGIC MOUNTAIN PARKWAY

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the Draft IS/EA for the proposed
Interstate 5 at Magic Mountain Parkway. We have reviewed the Draft IS/EA and offer the
following comments:

Environmental Programs

\~ Should any operation within the subject project include the constructionlinstallation,
mOdification, or removal of underground storage tanks andior inåustrial waste control or
disposal facilties, this Department's Environmental Programs Division must be contacted
for required approvals and operating permits.

If you have any questions regarding the above comment, please contact Mr. Lee Miller at
(626) 458-3524.

T ransportationl Assessments

20 Magic Mountain Parkway is a major highway on the County Highway Plan requiring

100 feet of right of way plus slope easements. The centerline alignment for Magic
Mountain Parkway, east of The Old Road, is as shown on CSB-5156.

L; ".C.
' _...~;.
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Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Chief
July 13, 2000
Page 2

i,

The Old Road is a major highway on the County Highway Plan requiring 100 feet of right
of way plus slope easements. The centerline of The Old Road, south of Magic Mountain
Parkway, is as shown on CSB-5174. The centerline alignment for The Old Road, north of
Magic Mountain Parkway, is as shown on FM-12010.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Mr. Hans Riedel at
(626) 458-4364.

Traffc and Liqhting

Traffc Volumes/Geometric Design

Our previous June 25, 1998 comments have been adequately addressed; however, we
have the following additional comments in the event that Alternative 3 does not remain as
the preferred alternative:

We recommend the County or County/State of California intersections be designed to

2' Level of Service (LOS) D or better. The intersection of The Old Road/Magic MountainParkway is projected to operate at LOS E during both the a.m. and p.m. peak hours with
.design Alternatives 1 and 2. The intersection of The Old Road/1-5 southbound ramps is
projected to operate at LOS E during the a.m. peak-hour with design Alternative 1. These
LOS' were obtained from the September 1998 Traffc Forecast Volumes, Appendix C, of
the Draft Project Report. Additional improvements to these intersections should be

recommended so that LOS D or better is maintained.

The conceptual design plans in the documents aíe acceptable. Staled final design plans.
should be submitted for our review and approval.

If you have any questions regarding traffc volumes, please contact Mr. Suen Fei Lau of
our Traffc Studies Section at (626) 458-5909. For questions regarding geometric design,

. please contact Mr. David Nguyen of our Traffc Design I Section at (626) 458-4966.
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Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Chief
July 13, 2000
Page 3

If you have any questions regarding the environmental reviewing process of this
Department, please contact Mr. Scott Schales at the address on the first page or at
(626) 458-4119.

Very truly yours,

HARRYW. STONE
Director of Public Works7~~

lß" DAVID YAMAHARA
Assistant Deputy Director
Planning Division

SB:ro
A:\SB411.wpd

L,,,.



./ Lum, Luanne -- Tt, Inc.
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Julie_Smith~dot.ca.gov
Thursday, July 06, 200012:30 PM
michelle. wilson~tetratech.com; luanne.lum~tetratech. com
Valencia Document ,

;-.i
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22

Michelle:
I received a phone call from a gentleman requesting a copy of the Valencia
Blvd document today. Please mail one copy to the following:

Curt Kendall
23916 Sarda Rd.
Valencia, CA 91355

Thanks!

PS Luanne, let's go ahead and add him to the Magic Mountain Parkway mailing
list as welL.
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Lum, Luanne - Tt, Inc.

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Julie_ Smith(§dot.ca.gov
Tuesday, July 11,20009:52 AM
kdicano(§ch2m.com; michelle. wilson(§tetratech.com; estrojek(§ch2m.com;
luanne.lum(§tetratech.com
Final EIR

If you haven't done so already, please include the following business on
the mailng lists for projects along 1-5 in Santa Clarita.
Thanks

Forwarded by Julie Smith/D07/Caltrans/CAGov on
07/11/200009:51 AM

"Dan Duncan" -:dDuncan(§sftp.com:: on 07/11/2000 08:52:18 AM

To: -:julie_smith~dot.ca.gov::
23 cc:

Subject: Final EIR

Can you please send me a copy of the final EIR on the Interstate 5 bridge
replacement over the Santa Clara river in the City of Santa Clarita.

Thanks for your assistance.

Dan Duncan, Safety/Environmental Manager
Six Flags Magic Mountain '
26101 Magic Mountain Pkw
Valencia, Ca 91355

"

1
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Lum, Luanne -- Tt, Inc.

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

GregLeeM~aol.com
Tuesday, July 11, 2000 12:31 PM
LUANNE. LUM~tetratech.com
julie _smith~dot.ca.gov
Re: FW: (no subject)

Ms. Lum,

Please send a copy of the finailSEA to:

Marie Callenders #97
27630 The Old Rd.
Valencia, Ca. 91355
Attn: Greg Morin

Thank you for your help in this,

Greg Morin

1
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMNTS ON THE DRA ISÎEA' FOR THE PROPOSED 1-
5/MGIC MOUNAI PARAY INERCHANGE AND RELATED IMROVEMENTS,

SANA CLARA, CALIFORN

Comment Comment Response
Number

South Coast Air Quality Management District
I Air Quality Analysis The CEQA Air Quality Handbook (1993) was used as

guidance in preparation of the air quality analysis.
Constrction-related air quality impacts are discussed

in Section 4.6. i with calculations provided in Appendix
A. Operation-related air quality impacts are also

discussed in Section 4.6.1.
2 Mitigation Measures The air quality mitigation measures are discussed in

Section 4.6.3.
The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California

3 The Metropolitan Water District Comment noted.
of Southern California has no
existing or proposed facilities or
rights of way within the
construction limits of this project.

State of California Department of Fish and Game
4 Section 4.9.3 of the is states A "Request for Amendment for State and Local

Phase three of the proposed Government Agencies and Public Utilities" fonn
project would directly impact the including all supporting documentation and a copy of
adjacent floodplain of the Santa the Negative Declaration and appropriate fee will be
Clara River by fillng in one submitted as specified to California Department of Fish
unnamed ephemeral tributary. . .a and Game for review of any proposed mitigation
"Request for Amendment for measures. An amendment to the existing 1603 penn it 

State and Local Government is included as a mitigation measure in the Executive
Agencies and Public Utilities" Summary (Biological Resources discussion), Section
fonn including all supporting 4.9.5, and Section 4.18.
documentation and a copy of the 

Negative Declaration and
appropriate fee must be submitted
to the Department.

5 Section 4.5.1, paragraph two of The statement in Section 4.5.1; paragraph two of the is
the is states "The project is is clarified to state "The project is located near, but
located near, but outside the Santa outside the Santa Clara River and the project would not
Clara River and the project would affect any wetland or riparian vegetation except within
not affect any wetland or riparian one unnamed ephemeral tributary where several
vegetation. Section 4.9.3, Fremont cottonwood trees would be removed."
Signifcan Ecological Area, states
that "Construction activities
........ would result in the filling
of one unnamed ephemeral
tributary of the Santa Clara and
the removal of several mature
Fremont cottonwood trees and 

two coast live oak trees."
a. Please clarify these two



RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMNTS ONTHE DRA ISIEA FOR THE PROPOSED 1-
5/MGIC MOUNAIN P AR A Y INERCHAGE AND RELATED IMROVEMENTS,

SANTA CLARTA, CALIFORN

Comment Comment
Number

Response

statements as they appear to be
contradictory.

6 Proposed project activities Section 4.9.5 Mitigation, Cumulative Impacts section

(including disturbances to has been revised to incorporate the suggested avoidance
vegetation throughout the entire of the breeding bird season and buffer.

proposed project site) should take
place outside of the breeding bird
season (March I-August 3 I) to
avoid take (including
disturbances which would cause
abandonment of active nests
containing eggs and/or young). If

project activities cannot avoid the
breeding bird season, active nests
shall be avoided and provided
with a minimum buffer as
detennined by a biological
monitor (the Department
recommends a minimum 500 foot
for aII raptor nests.)

County of Los Angeles Fire Department
7 NotifY the County of Los Angeles Caltrans will coordinate with the Los Angeles County

at least 10 days in advance of any Fire Deparment on all of the issues of concern prior to
street closures that may affèct the start of construction. This is a requirement of

fire/paramedic responses in the Caltrans Best Management Practices.

area.

Provide three sets of alternate
route (detour) plans, with a
tentative schedule of planned

closures, prior to the beginning of
construction. Complete
architectural/structural plans are
not necessary.

Temporary bridges shall be
designed, constructed, and

maintained to support a live looid
of at leasi 70,000 pounds. A
minnmum vertical clearance of
13' 6 wi ii be requ ired through

construction.

Disruptions to water service shall
be coordinated with the County of

2

L
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMNTS ON THE DRAFT IS/EA FOR THE PROPOSED 1-
5lMGIC MOUNTAI PARWAY INERCHANGE AND RELATED IMPROVEMENTS,

SAm A CLARTA, CALIFORNIA

Comment
Number

Comment Response

8

Los Angeles Fire Deparment and
alternate water sources shall be
provided for Fire Protection
during such disruptions.
The statutory responsibilities of Comment noted.
the County of Los Angeles Fire

Department Forestry Division
include erosion control,
watershed management, rare and
endangered species, vegetation,
fuel modification for Very High
Fire Hazard Severity Zone 4,
archeological and cultural
resources and the County Oak
Tree Ordinance.

The areas germane to these
statutory responsibilities have
been addressed.

State Clearinghouse
9 The State Clearinghouse Comment noted.

submitted the above named Joint
Document to selected state
agencies for review. The review
period closed on June 7, 2000,
and no state agencies submitted
comments by that date. This
letter acknowledges that you have
complied with the State
Clearinghouse revie':
requirements for draft
environmental documents,

pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act.

Steven Kelley, Vice-president Operations, Hamburger Hamlet
i 0 Hamburger Hamlet is interested The final design of the Magic Mountain Parkway / Old

in the plan for providing access to Road intersection and relocation of the Old Road to the
the business south of the Magic west has not yet started. The current plan is to protect
Mountain/Old Road intersection the existing utilities in the Old Road at their current
after the Old Road is relocated to locations with the vacation of the Old road becoming a
the west of its current location. "utility corridor." There is no current proposal for the

Additionally, the design and improvements within the vacated area. It is anticipated
treatment of the area vacated by when design begins, there will be a coordinated effort
the Old Road after the new with the local businesses to address parking, access,
relocation is also of interest to us. and traffc circulation concerns.

3



I
r1"f .
;

RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMNTS ON THE DRA ISIEA FOR THE PROPOSED 1-
5/MGICMOUNTAI PARAY INTERCHANGE AN RELATED IMROVEMENTS,

SANTA CLARTA, CALIFORN

Comment Comment
Number

Response

As you may expect, we are not
thriled at the prospect of having a

major access intersection under
construction for several years.
How will we be informed of the
construction schedules on a go
forward basis.

As the design for phases 2 and 3 of the interchange

begin, there will .be a coordinate effort as previously
mentioned. During this coordination, local businesses
wil be kept abreast of the design/construction

schedules for the interchange. As par of the final
design, special provisions will be included within the
construction documents, instructing the contractor to
provide advance notification to the local businesses of
construction activities and any short-term closures with
proposed detour routes.

City of Santa Clarita
1 i The construction of this Phase 1 and the bridge replacement are being closely

interchange should be coordinated coordinated so as to minimize community.. and
with the impacted public biological impacts. At this point, however, Caltrans
agencies, and should not take cannot guarantee that the Valencia Boulevard project

place prior to the completion of will be completed before the start of Phase 1 of Magic
the Valencia Boulevard/I-5 Mountain or the construction for the Santa Clara River
interchange improvement. Bridge (SCRB). Phase I of the Magic Mountain

Parkway project and the replacement of the SCRB
The mitigation measures under bridge is necessitated due to the safety issues involved
traffc and transportation (Section with the bridge and there is a strict construction
4.13.2) should mention that this window due to the endangered species in the area and
project will be coordinated and worker safety in the riverbed during the rainy season.
scheduled with the Santa Clara Caltrans understands that Valencia Boulevard is to be
River Bridge re-construction utilized as the detour for projects along Interstate 5, but
project. both projects have their own schedules and issues.

Caltrans cannot make the completion of Valencia

Boulevard a condition of the Phase i of Magic

Mountain and the SCRB replacement project.
The mitigation measures under traffic and
transportation (Section 4.13.2) are revised to state that
this project will be closely coordinated and scheduled

, with the reconstruction of the Santa Clara River Bridge
project.

i 2 The figure showing the existing Figure i -3 is revised as suggested.
AM peak hour traffc volumes
(Figure 1-3) has a couple of
minor mistakes. The arrows

representing the southbound
traffic at TOLJrney Roadand 1-5
are shown as going westbound
not southbound.

4



RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMNTS ON THE DRA ISlE 
A FOR THE PROPOSED 1-5/MGIC MOUNTAIN PARAY INTERCHAGE AN RELATED IMROVEMENTS,

SANTA CLARTA, CALIFORN

Comment Comment
Number Response

Santa Clarita Organization for Planning the Environment (SCOPE)
13 We support the improvement of Comment noted.

the northbound off-ramp included
in this project. Weekend visitors All noise and air quality criteria were evaluated and any

to Magic Mountain Amusement mitigation measures are discussed in Section 4.6.3 and
Park long caused a dangerous 4.7.2. Also see Comment Numbers i and 2.

back-up onto the freeway in this
location because of the awkward
design and insuffcient capacity
of this off-ramp.

14

-

We do NOT support the
expansion of Magic Mountain
Parkway to eight lanes. Six lanes
are sufficient to handle traffc, but
not so many as to discourage the
development of public
transportation. Also, the

community adamantly opposed 8
lands for this thoroughfare for the
last i 5 years. We do not want the
noise and air pollution that will be
caused by accommodating this
much traffc through the City.
We are in a not-attainment zone
for ozone and PM 10 pollution.

We do not understand how this
expansion can be acceptable
under the SIP and clean air act.

o We especially request that you re-
evaluate the re-alignment of the
Old Road, which you proposed to
move west by i 97 feet. There is
a very old (approximately 500
years) and very large Heritage
Valley Oak on the Northwest area
of this intersection that would be
impacted by such are-alignment.

We ask that you PLEASE save
this tree. It could probably be
done quite easily and still have
the intersection meet your
requirements by just not moving
the old road so far to the west.

Based on a preliminary evaluation for realignment of

The Old Road, it appears that avoidance of the large
valley oak tree located in the northwest area of the

intersection is possible and minimum turning
requirements for the intersection would be met.
Procedures necessary to avoid the oak tree will be

specified in the Oak Tree Penn it required by the
County of Los Angeles and avoidance of the tree will
also be incorporated during the final project design
stage prior to construction.

At this time, maps cannot be re-drawn for inclusion
into the EA to show oak removals. However, impacts
to oak trees are adequately analyzed in Section 4.9.2

and 4.9.3 discussing Special-Status Botanical

Resources.

5



RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT IS/EA FOR THE PROPOSED 1-
5/MGIC MOUNAIN PARAY INERCHANGE AN RELATED IMROVEMENTS,

SANA CLARTA, CALIFORN

Comment Comment
Number

15

We request that the maps for this
re-alignment included in the EA
be re-drawn to show any oak
removals that wil occur. The
present document does not give
an accurate analysis of the impact
to oak trees in the area.
Also, the EA describes an
"unnamed tributary to the Santa
Clara River." This is a large side
drainage with mature
cottonwoods. The EA does not
disclose how this drainage and
the riparian habitat will be
affected by the widening of
Magic Mountain Parkway. If it
will be affected, mitigation for
lose of riparian habitat is

. required. Please disclose the

mitigation that is proposed for
this impact.

Response

The EA states how the unnamed ephemeral tributary
(drainage) is affected by the realignment of Magic
Mountain Parkway in Section 4.9.2 discussing
Sensitive Natural Communities and Critical habitat and
Section 4.9.3 discussing Significant Ecological Areas
and Special Botanical Resources. Required mitigation
for loss of riparian habitat is discussed and disclosed in
the Executive Summary (Biological Resources section),
Section 4.9.5, and Section 4. i 8. Also see Comment
Number 4 and 5.

Santa Clarita Oak Conservancy
16 Thank you for allowing us to See Comment Number 14.

comment on the road realignment
at Magic Mountain Parkway and
the Old Road in Santa Clarita. As
you know standing to west of the
Old Road is a huge Heritage Oak
tree. This beautiful stately giant

is over 400 years old. This rare
Native California oak tree is
protected by the County of Los
Angeles and the City of Santa
Clarita.. We are asking that you
design the road so this California
natural resource can be preserved.

Four Corners, Inc., R.B. Montgomery, Jr., President
i 7 Your preferred alternative The preferred alternative does shift the intersection of

involving the realignment of The The Old Road and Magic Mountain Parkway
Old Road 60 meters to the west approximately 60 meters to the west. This shift is to
would effectively remove provide better intersection spacing and bring the
Wendy's from the corner and operations of the interchange to an acceptable level of
replace it with a relocated service.
intersection. Furthennore, it
would move Wendy's down slope The relocation of The Old Road will cause the

~.
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMNTS ON mE DRA IS/EA FOR THE PROPOSED 1-
5/MGIC MOUNTAIN PARAY INTERCHANGE AND RELATED IMROVEMENTS,

SANTA CLARTA, CALIFORN

Comment Comment Response
Number

and out of the immediate line of relocation of the existing Chevron gas station located
sight of drivers traveling either on the southwesterly corner, however, the new location
direction on the Old Road. ofthe Chevron station has not been determined.
Finally, customers will have to
drive 200 feet further to get to Final design for the new intersection has not yet begun
Wendy's after turning off of The but preliminary design indicates the new elevation will
Old Road, while eastbound not be dramatically higher, rather it is anticipated to be
drivers on Magic Mountain approximately 2 feet higher.
Parkway would have no access to
Wendy's once they cross the The existing curb cut on Magic Mountain Parkway is
intersection if the existing curb proposed to be severed. Having an access point at this
cut is removed. Since a sizeable location will be a safety concern as vehicles entering
proportion of Wendy's customers and exiting the driveway wil mix with vehicles
choose the restaurant on impulse, entering the freeway system.
the diminished visibility and
access inherent in this plan as it
now stands would be particularly
damaging to Wendy's.

18 There are, however, several I) The intent of the design will be to keep the
measures that can be taken to intersection as close to existing grade as possible.
mitigate the damage, including:
(I) Build the new road section 2) One of the uses of the newly created open space

and intersection at the same between the existing businesses and The Old Road
elevation as the lowest point wil be a utility corridor. There are several utilities
of the existing intersection; present within the existing roadway and maintaining

(2) Use the newly created open their position is desired. Therefore, building of
area between The Old Road structures within that area will not happen. Other
and the restaurants along 1-5 uses, such as parking or landscaping would be
for parking, and design and appropriate for this area.
grade the parking area to
maximize visibility of and 3) As mentioned above, maintaining the existing curb
access to Wendy's both to cut would create conflcts with vehicles entering the
drivers on the street and to southbound offramp and be a safety concern. On
customers of the relocated The Old Road, south of Magic Mountain Parkway,
Chevron station; an access point, most likely a signalized intersection

(3) Retain the existing curb cut will be built to provide access to the businesses.
for eastbound traffc on
Magic Mountain Parkway 4) The position of monument signs would be a function
between The Old Road and l- of the County of Los Angeles codes and also that of
5. the landowner.

(4) Allow Wendy's monument ..
signs on both The Old Road 5) See response to (4).
and Magic Mountain
Parkway; Minimization of traffc delays due to construction are

(5) Allow raising the height of described in Section 4.13.2. Any daily time constraints

7



RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS ON THE DRA IS/EA FOR THE PROPOSED 1-
5/MGIC MOUNTAIN PARAY INERCHANGE AND RELATED IMPROVEMENTS,

SAN A CLARA, CALIFORNIA

Comment Comment Response
Number

Wendy's pole sign. and requirements for construction are specified by the
City of Santa Clarita Noise Ordinance and are

The above steps will mitigate described in Section 4.7.2.
damage that would otherwise
result from the completed project,
but, I am also worried about the

. potential effect of the
construction phase. These effects
will be minimized if Wendy's 

visibility and access are
compromised as little as possible,
both in scope of construction
underway at anyone time, and the
timing of the most disruptive of
construction activities. For
example, very late night or very
early Tuesday morning in January
and February are preferable times
for this sort of work than midday
Saturday August.

County of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works
19 Environmental Programs section The Department's Environmental Programs Division

wil be contacted for any required approvals and

operating permits.
20 Transportation! Assessments Right of way and slope easement requirements for

section major highways on the County Highway Plan wil be
coordinated with the Department of Public Works
during the final design stage.

21 Traffc Volumes/Geometric Any design changes will be coordinated with the

Design section department and scaled final design plans will be
submitted for the department's review and approvaL.

Curt Kendall

22 Add to the mailing list. Added to the mailing list in the document. .

Dan Duncan, SafetylEnvironmental Manager, Six Flags Magic Mountain
23 Include this busirrss on the Added to the mailing list in the document.

mailing lists for projects along 1-5
in Santa Clarita.

Greg Morin, Marie Callenders #97
24 Please send a copy of the final Added to the mailing list in the document and will send

ISEA to: a copy of the final ISÆA to address noted.
Marie Callenders #97
2730 The Old Rd.

Valencia, Ca91355
Attn: Greg Morin
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NOTICE OF A V All,ABll..TY
I-5/SR-126 (MGIC MOUNAI PARAY) INERCHAGE IMROVEMENTS PROJECT

May 9, 2000

Public Notice
Interstate 5/State Route 126 (Magic Mouutain Parkway) Interchange Improvements
Public Hearing and Availabilty of Environmental Document

What's Planned

The California Department of Transporttion (Caltrans) plans to upgrade the freeway interchange at the
intersection of Magic Mountain Parkway (State Route 126 (SR-126)) and the Golden State Freeway
(Interstate 5 (1-5)) to meet increasing traffc demand. The project will consist of three phases. Phase i
improvements involve reconstrcting the 1-5/SR- 126 (Magic Mountain Parkway) separation requiring
minor roadway modifications on Magic Mountain Parkway to attin minimum vertical clearance at the
separation. Phase 2 improvements consists of reconstructing the interchange and realignment of The Old
Road to increase the intersection spacing of the interchange and to widen Magic Mountain Parkway east
of 1-5 from The Old Road to Tourney Road. Phase J wil consist of Magic Mountain Parkway from the
northbound ramps to Fairway's Entrance and wil realign a portion of Magic Mountain Parkway to
improve design speed. The roadway would be widened to eight lanes from the interchange to Fairway's
Entrance. .
Construction of phase I of the I-5/(SR- 126) Magic Mountain Parkway interchange is expected to begin in
April 2001 with completion by April 2003. The remaining two phases are expected to be complete by
June 2006.

Estimated cost of the total project is 47 milion dollars, phases 1,2, and 3 being 13 millon, 28 million,
and 6 milion respectively.

Why This Ad?

There are three reasons I) to invite you to an open forum hearing of the project; 2) to tell you of the
availability of the environmental document; and 3) to hear your comments about the proposed project:

When
Tuesday, June 13,2000
6:00 -- 8:00 pm

Where
Residence Inn-Marriott
Conference Center
25230 The Old Road
Santa Clarita, California 9138 i

The environmental studies evaluated potential environmental impacts associated with this project.
Caltrans has detennined that the project wil not have a significant impact on the environment. The
environmental document is called a Draft Negative Declaration/Environmental Assessment and satisfies
the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the National EnvironmentalPolicy Act (NEPA). '
What's Available

The environmental document is available for review at:

1



Valencia Librar

23743 West Valencia Blvd.
Santa Clarita, California 91355

County of Los Angeles Public Librar

7400 Imperial Hwy.
Downey, California 90241

The environmental document is also available upon request from the contact listed below.

Where You Come In

Plan to attend the hearing and review the environmental study. You may submit your comments at the
hearing or in writing to the address below.

Contact

Please send comment letters to the individual listed below. Individuals that require special
accommodations (American sign language interpreter, accessible seating, documentation in alternate
fOrnats, etc.) may contact the Environmental Planning Offce at 213-897-0444 at least 15 working days
prior to reviewing thèinfonnation. TDD users may contact the california Relay Service line at 1-800-
735-2929 or Voice Line at 1-800-735-2922.

Ronald Kosinski - Chief, Offce of Environmental Planning

Attention: Julie Smith
California Department of Transporttion, District 7
120 South Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012, (213) 897-5037
julie _ smith~dot.ca.gov
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A VISO DE DISPONmILIDAD
PROYECTO DE MEJORA DE EL ENLACE DE AUTOPISTAS EN EL SR-126 (MGIC

MOUNTAIN PARAY) Y LA AUTOPISTA INERESTATAL 1-5
Mayo 9 del 2000 ¡

A viso Público
Mejora de el Enlace de Autopistas en la ruta estatal 126 (Magic Mountain Parkway) y la Autopista
Interestatal 1-5

Audiencia Pública y Acceso al Documento de Medio Ambiente

¿Qué se Planea?

El Departamento de Transporte de California (Caltrans) planea mejorar el sistema de enlace de autopistas
en la intersección entre Magic Mountain Parkway ruta estatal 126 (State Route 126 (SR-126)) y la
autopista Golden State (Interestatal 5 (1-5)) para afrontar la creciente demanda de tráfico. EI proyecto
inccuye ttes fases. Las mejoras de la Fase 1 implican reconstruir la desviación de Magic Mountain
Parkway SR-126 y la autopista 1-5 10 cual requerirá pequeñas modificaciones viales en Magic Mountain
Parkway para proveer una capacidad vertical mínima entre la autopista 1-5 y Magic Mountain Parkway
SR-126. Las mejoras de la Fase 2 implican reconstruir el enlace de autopistas y reestructurar ei camino
The Old para incrementar el espacio de intersección en dicho enlace y ampliar Magic Mountain Parkway
al este de la autopista 1-5 desde el camino The Old hasta el camino Tumey. La Fase 3 inccuirá ampliar el
Magic Mountain Parkway desde las vías de acceso con dirección norte hasta la salida Fairway y
restructurara un tramo'del Magic Mountain Parkway para mejorar la velocidad con ei diseño. La calzada
sería ampliada a ocho carriles desde el enlace de autopistas hasta la Entrada Fairway.

Se espera que la Fase 1 del enlace de autopistas Magic Mountain SR-126 e 1-5 comience en abril del 2001
y se conccuya en abril del 2003. Se espera que las otras dos fases sean tenninadas parajunio del 2006.,

EI costo total del proyecto es 47 milones de dólares. Las fases 1,2 Y 3 costaran 13,28, Y 6 milones de
dólares, respectivamente.

¿Por qué este Anuncio?

Hay tres razones i) para invitarle a una audiencia del proyecto de foro abierto; 2) para infonnarle de la
disponibilidad del documento del medio ambiente; y 3) para escuchar sus comentaios acerca del proyecto
propuesto La audiencia tendrá lugar en:

Cuando
Jueves 13 de junio del 2000
6:00 - 8:00 pm

Donde
Residence Inn-Marriott
Conference Center

25230 The Old Road.

Santa Clarita, California 913 81

Los estudios ambientales evaluaron posibles impactos al medio ambiente relacionados con este proyecto.
Caltrans ha detenninado que elproyecto no tendrá un impacto significativo en el medio ambiente. El
documento de medio ambiente es Hamado un Borrador de Deccaración Negativa/valuación Ambiental

(Draft Negative DeccarationÆnvironmental Assessment) y cumple con los requisitos de la Ley de Calidad
Ambiental de California (California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)) y la Ley de la Política
Ambiental Nacional (National Environmental Policy Act (NPAD.

¿ Qué hay Disponible?



EI documento de medio ambiente está disponible para su revisión en:

Biblioteca de Valencia
23743 West Valencia Boulevard
Santa Clarita, California 91355

y

Biblioteca Pública del Condado de Los Angeles
7400 E. Imperial Hwy.
Downey California 9024 I

EI documento del medio ambiente puedeser solicctado en la dirección abajo mencionada.

EI Punto Donde Usted Entra

Haga planes para atender a la audiencia y revisar el estudio de impacto ambiental. Puede presenta sus
comentaios en la audiencca 0 por escrito a la direcccón abajo mencconada.

Contacto

Por favor mande sus comentaios a la dirección abajo mencionada. Las personas que requieran

atencionesespeccales (Interprete de lenguaje americano para sordomudos, asientosaccesibles,
documentos en distintos fonnatos, etc.) pueden Hamar a la Offciea de Planes Ambientales

(Environmental Planning Offce) al 213-897-0444 al menos 15 días laborales antes de revisar la
infonnación. Los usuarios del TDD pueden Hamar a la linea del Servicco de Relevo de California
(California Relay Service) at 1-800-735-29290 a la Linea de Voz (Voice Line) al 1-800-735-2922.

Ronald Kosinski Chief, Office of Environmental Planning
Attention: Julie Smith
California Department of Transportation, District 7
120 South Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012, (213) 897-5037
julie _ smith(idot.ca.gov
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NÖTICE OF A V AILABILITY

I-5/SR-126 (MGIC MOUNTAIN PARAY) INTERCHAGE IMROVEMENTS PROJECT
June 6, 2000

Public Notice

Interstate 5/State Route 126 (Magic Mountain Parkway) Interchange Improvements
Public Hearing and Availabilty of Environmental Document

What's Planned

The California Department of Transporttion (Caltrans) plans to upgrade the freeway interchange at the
intersection of Magic Mountain Parkway (State Route 126 (SR-126)) and the Golden State Freeway
(Interstate 5 (1-5)) to meet increasing traffc demand. The project wil consist of three phases. Phase 1
improvements involve reconstructing the 1-5/SR-126 (Magic Mountain Parkway) separation requiring
minor roadway modifications on Magic Mountain Parkway to attain minimum vertical clearance at the
separation. Phase 2 improvements consists of reconstructing the interchange and realignment of The Old
Road to increase the intersection spacing of the interchange and to widen Magic Mountain Parkway east
of 1-5 from The Old Road to Tourney Road. Phase 3 wil consist of Magic Mountain Parkway from the
northbound ramps to Fairway's Entrance and wil realign a portion of Magic Mountain Parkway to
improve design speed: The roadway would be widened to eight lanes from the interchange to Fairway's
Entrance.

Construction of phase I of the 1-5/(SR-126) Magic Mountain Parkway interchange is expected to begin in
April 2001 with completion by April 2003. The remaining two phases are expected to be complete by
June 2006.

When
Tuesday, June 13,2000
6:00 - 8:00 pm

Where
Residence Inn-Marriott
Conference Center
25320 The Old Road
Santa Clarita, California 9 138 i

i:
,

i¡

J

~.
~

I,
~"
~
l

i

i

¡

l
¡

¡

¡

i

Estimated cost of the total project is 47 milion dollars, phases 1,2, and 3 being 13 milion, 28 million,
and 6 million respectively.

Why This Ad?

There are three reasons i) to invite you to an open forum hearing of the project; 2) to tell you of the
availability of the environmental document; and 3) to hear your comments about the proposed project:

The environmental studies evaluated potential environmental impacts associated with this project.
Caltrans has detennined that the project wil not have a significant impact on the environment. The
environmental document is called a Draft Negative Declaration/nvironmental Assessment and satisfits
the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA).

What's Available

The environmental document is available for review at:
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Valencia Librar

23743 West Valencia Blvd.
Santa Clarita, California 91355
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County of Los Angeles Public Library
7400 Imperial Hwy.
Downey, California 9024 i

The environmental document is also available upon request from the contact listed below.

Where You Come In

Plan to attend the hearing and review the environmental study. You may submit your comments at ti
hearing or in writing to the address below.

Contact

/

Please send comment letters to the individual listed below. Individuals that require speci
accommodations (American sign language interpreter, accessible seating, documentation in alternai
fonnats, etc.) may contact the Environmental Planning Offce at 213.897-0444 at least 15 working da)
prior to reviewing thè infonnation. TDD users may contact the california Relay Service line at I -80(
735-2929 or Voice Line at 1-800-735-2922.

1

Ronald Kosinski - Chief, Offce of Environmental Planning

Attention: Julie Smith
California Department of Transporttion, District 7
120 South Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012, (213) 897-5037
julie _ smith~dot.ca.gov
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A VISO DE DISPONIILIDAD
PROYECTO DE MEJORA DE EL ENLCE DE AUTOPISTAS EN EL SR-126 (MGIC

MOUNAIN PARWAY) Y LA AUTOPISTA INERESTATAL 1-5
Junio 6 del 2000

A viso Público
Mejora de el Enlace de Autopistas en la ruta estatal126 (Magic Mountain Parkway) y la Autopista
Interestatal 1-5

Audiencia Pública y Acceso al Documento de Medio Ambiente

¿ Qué se Planea?

El Deparamento de Transporte de California (Caltrans) planea mejorar el sistema de enlace de autopistas
en la intersección entre Magic Mountain Parkway ruta estatal 126 (State Route 126 (SR-126Dy la
autopista Golden State (Interestatal 5 (1-5)) para afrontar la creciente demanda de tráfico. El proyecto
incluye tres fases. Las mejoras de la Fase 1 implican reconstruir la desviación de Magic Mountain
Parkway SR- 126 Y la autopista 1-5 10 cual requerirá pequeñas modificaciones viales en Magic Mountain
Parkway para proveer una capacidad vertical mÍnima entre la autopista 1-5 y Magic Mountain Parkway
SR-126. Las mejoras de la Fase 2 implican reconstruir el enlace de autopista y reestructurar el camino
The Old para incrementar el espacio de intersección en dicho enlace y ampliar Magic Mountain Parkway
al este de la autopista 1-5 desde el camino The Old hasta el camino Tumey. La Fase 3 incluirá ampliar el
Magic Mountain Parkway desde las vÍas de acceso con dirección norte hasta la salida Fairway y
restructurara un tramo del Magic Mountain Parkway para mejorar la velocidad con el diseño. La calzada
sería ampliada a ocho carriles desde e1 enlace de autopistas hasta la Entrada Fairway.

Seespera que la Fase 1 del enlace de autopistas Magic Mountain SR-126 e 1-5 comience en abril del 2001
y se concluya en abril del 2003. Se espera que las otras dos fases sean terminadas parajunio del 2006.

EI costo total del proyecto es 47 milones de dólares. Las fases i, 2 y 3 costaran 13, 28, Y 6 miHones de
dólares, respectivamente.

¿Por qué este ADUDcco?

Hay tres razones I) para invitarle a una audiencia del proyecto de foro abierto; 2) para infonnarle de la
disponibilidad del documentodel medio ambiente; y 3) para escuchar sus comentarios acerca del proyecto
propuesto La audiencia tendrá lugar en:

CuaDdo
Jueves 13 de junio del 2000
6:00 - 8:00 pm

DODde
Residence Inn-Marriott
Conference Center
25320 The Old Road.

Santa Clarita, California 91381

Los estudios ambientales evaluaron posibles impactos al medio ambiente relacionados con este proyecto.
Caltrans ha determinado que el proyecto no tendrá un impacto significativo en el medio ambiente. El
documento de medio ambiente es Hamado un Borrador de Declaración NegativalEvaluación Ambiental

(Draft Negative Declaration/Environmental Assessment) y cumple con los requisitos de la Ley de Calidad
Ambiental de California (California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)) y la Ley de la Política
Ambiental Nacional (National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)).

¿Qué hay DispoDible?



EI documento de medio ambiente está disponible para su revisión en:

Biblioteca de Valencia
23743 West Valencia Boulevard
Santa Clarita, California 91355

y

Biblioteca Pública del Condado de Los Angeles
7400 E. Imperial Hwy.
Downey California 9024 i

EI documento del medio ambiente puede ser solicitado en la dirección abajo mencionada.

EI Punto Donde Usted Entra

Haga planes para atender a la audiencia y revisar el estudio de impacto ambientaI. Puede presentar sus
comentarios en la audiencia 0 por escrito a la dirección abajo mencionada.

Contacto

Por favor mande sus comentarios a la dirección abajo mencionada. La personas que requieran

atenciones .especiales (Interprete de lenguaje americano parasordomudos, asientos accesibles,
documentos en distintos fonnatos, etc.) pueden Hamar a la Offcina de Planes Ambientales

(Environmental Planning Offce) al 213-897-0444 al men os 15 días laborales antes de revisat la
infonnación. Los usuarios del TDD pueden Hamar a la linea del Servicio de Relevo de California
(California Relay Service) al 1-800-735-29290 a la Linea de Voz (Voice Line) at 1-800-735-2922.

Ronald Kosinski Chief, Office of Environmental Planning
Attention: Julie Smith
California Department of Transportation, District 7
120 South Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012, (213) 897-5037
j u lie _ smith~dot.ca.gov
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STATE OF CAUFORN~USINESS, TRNSPORTAll0N, AND HOUSING AGENCY
Gray Davis, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7, 120 SO. SPRING ST.
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012-3606
TDD (213) 897-6610

~.
May 9, 2000 File: 07-LA-05

KP 84.8/86.8
07-LA-126
KP 9.4/11.4
Magic Mountain Pkwy
EA 187000

Responsible Agencies, Review Agencies,
Trustee Agencies, and individuas interested
in the Magic Mountain Parkway Interchange
Project along Interstate 5 and Route 126

Notice of Public MeetingfNotice of Availability

The California Deparment of Transporttion (Caltrans) has prepared an Initial Study /
Environmental Assessment (ISÆA) on the proposed improvements at the Magic Mountain
Parkway Interchange along Interstate Route 5 in the City of Santa Clarita. The proposed
project would consist of the following phases:

1. Reconstrction of the 1-5/Magic Mountain Parkway separation, .
2. Reconstrction of the interchange and a realignment of The Old Road, and
3. Realigning and widening of Magic Mountain Parkway east of 1-5 from the

nortbound ramps to Fairway's Entrance.

A public meeting is scheduled for June 13,2000 from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. at the Residence
Inn, Mariott, 25230 The Old Road, Santa Clarta, CA 91381. The purose of this hearng is
to obtain public comments on our project design as well as the results of our environmental
studies.

Enclosed is a copy of the Initial Study / Environmental Assessment for your review and
comment. It is requested that you fuish all wrtten comments by June 21, 2000 to:

Ronald Kosinski, Chief
Caltrans Distrct 7

Offce of Environmental Planing
120 S. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Att: Julie Smith

or
julie _ smith~dot.ca.gov



"'..~:

Notice of Availability - 2-
. 1

For additional infonnation on this project, please contact Ronald Kosinski at (213) 897-0703.
Than you for your interest in this transporttion project.

Sincerely,




